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ABSTRACT 

In recent years considerable attention has been paid 
to the status of women as drug abusers and as clients in drug 
treatment programs* A study of drug abusers-' characteristics found a 
significantly higher history of non-aedica^l psychotherapeutic drug 
use for females than for males; hovever, males had a higher 
•prevalence of illicit drug use. Females in traditional treatment 
tended to be under 21 years old, but over 30 years old in emergency 
rooms and crisis center facilities. Females entering treatment vere 
less likely than. males to have been arrested, to be employed, and to 
have entered treatment voluntarily; they were more likely than males 
to be or to have been marridtl. The data suggest rhat current 
long-term opiate-yiented treatment programs may not be appropriate 
for a large segment of the female drug abusing population. (JAC) 
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FOREWORD 



In recent years considerable attention has been given to the status of ^^cTmen as drug abusers 
and as cUents in drug treatment pVograms. Studies have shown that women differ from men in 
tW ra^s and SatterL of drug r^ef Further, women of all ages are underrepresented m drug 
Smenf system's "rp'^rted by' the Federal Government The Client Oj'^^'^oSo^^-J;;!-^^ 
Process (CODAP)'. the Federal reporting system, found that in 1976, of the 95,000 federally sup 
ported treatment stots. 25,000 (26 percent) were filled by women. 

There has been much speculation on the meaning of these statistics. Some investigators have 
concluded that women have a lower incidence of opiate addiction. Others have claimed tha the 
drug treatment programs are not organized or structured to serve ^^'"^^ '^^^g ^.^^"^^f c„"^"e",t 
the programs tend to be dominated by male staff. There have been reports of overt and covert 
sexism in drug programs. 

Treatment programs have acknowledged the importance of giving spedal attention to needs 
of wi^n. ^n' developing a strategy to address female issues in ^l^^J^ug treatment ^^^i^^^^^^^ 
Services Research Branch of the National Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA) initially e.ected to 
Sm^lle a comprehensive review of available information from studies and surveys, from existing 
data, and from the literature. 

Often research endeavors are initiated and treatment programs designed without the benefit of 
exXing tln^at ^ has gone before. This document on the characteristics of drug-abusing 
women attempts to meet that need. 

This stiidy. conducted by Burt Associates between June 1976 and December 1977, is a reference 
guide that"^ provides infor'mation on the research that has been done on the characteristics o£ 
femaL druE abusers. An effort is made to identify, assess, integrate, and analyze dl of the,. 
ll':rl^blf^^a'on ^e• characteristics of women's reported drug use P^"""^ ^^^^f ^P^'^^ 
teristics, and personality attributes. This information is in turn contrasted with comparable 
cUU for mates. In addition, discussion is made of the treatment implications of findings pre- 
sented . 

The report is divided into three major sections as follows: 

• Prevalence of Drup Abuse: Household Surveys . The emphasis in this chapter is on national 
household surveys which" were conducted in 1974-75 and 1975-76. 

• Characteristics of Male and Female Drug Abusers as Reflected in Data Systems. Here large- 
Si ir ongo ng data systems which focus on events who come to the attention of service com- 
ponents f re lurveyed. Also surveyed are selected, small-scale data sets which usually 
focused on Individual programs. 

m A Review of the Uterature is divided into two parts: characteristics of male and female chug 

• abusers as reile^ Uterature and psychological, characteristics of female drug abusers.. 
Both published and unpublished Uterature are surveyed. 



Margruetta B. Hall 
Project Officer 

National Institute on Drug Abuse 
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1. FreValence of Drug Abuse: 
Household Surveys 



The data reported in this section are from 
household surveys. Like all such surveys, 
they have some limitations. For example, 
the sample sizes are limited and subject to 
sampling variability; the household surveys 
exclude persons not living in household units, 
such as persons living in dormitories, transi- 
ents, or persons with no fixed address; and 
the national surveys reported response rates 
of slightly less than 80 percent. " 

This study excludes consideration of drug 
use surveys conducted in schools. Several 
surveys of school populations have been con- 
ducted recently employing varying methodol- 
ogies (Butler 1975; Harrison 1974; Hays 1974; 
Linder et al. 1974; Michigan Department of 
Public Health 1975; San tAzteo County 1974). 
The results were summarizid by Glenn and 
Richards (1976) who observed that differences 
in nonmedical drug use by school age males 
and females appear to be negligible. 

The emphasis in this chapter is upon national 
household surveys of drug use which were 
conducted in 1974-75 (Abelson and Atkinson 
1975) and 1975-76 (Abelson and Fishburne 1976) 
by the George Washington B'niversity Social 
Research Group and Response Analysis Cor- 
poration. The results of those surveys may 
be divid-ad into two categories: use of illicit 
drugs and nonmedical use of psychotherapeu- 
tic drugs. ^ ^ 

Use of Illicit Drugs 

Table l' depicts use of certain illicit drugs, 
by sex. Among adults in 1975-76, there were 
no statistically significant* differences in "cur- 
rent use" between females and malesS^xcept 
for marihuana (male prevalence was higher).' 
However, male prevalence ("ever used") is 
significantly higher for all the drugs indi- 
cated . 

Among youth, the only statistically significant 
male/ female difference in "current use" is for ^. 
hallucinogens (male prevalence is higher). 
Statistically significant male/ female differences 
in "ever used" occur only for inhalants, mari- 



huana, and liashish (male prevalence is 
higher) . 

Nonmedical Use of 
Psychotheraputic Drugs 

A great deal of confusion exists in the litera- 
ture with regard to the use and definition of 
i>uch words as "psychotropic," "psychothcra-^ 
peutic,"' and "prescription drugs." These 
terms are sometimes used interchangeably. 
Psychotropic drugs as defined by Cooperstock 
(1976) include all tranquilizing agents (anti- 
barbiturates and the nonbarbiturate sedatives) 
and stimulants (largely amphetamines and 
other amphetaminelike anorexiants) . Gener- 
ally, this does not include analgesics although 
they do affect the central nervous system. 

T^e distinction between licit and illicit. use of 
psychotherapeutic drugs can cause confusion. 
One can differentiate the source as being 
medical vs. nomiedical, but the definition 
remains unclear because many physicians un- 
knowingly become the source for illicitly used 
psychotropics (leather and Fidell i977) . 
Abelson and Atkinson (1975) and Abelson and 
Fishburne (1976) defined "nonmedical use of 
psychotherapeutic drugs"" by an individual 
based on a "yes" response to any one {by 
more) of the following thi-ee items: 

> 

• Did you ever take any of these kinds of 
pills just to see what it was like and how 
it would work? 

• Did you ever take any of these kinds of 
pills just to enjoy the feeling they give 
you? ' 

• Did you ^ever take any of these pills lor 
some other nonmedical reason, and not 
because you needed it? 

Surveys* of such drug use or combined med- 
ical/nonn:edical drug use typically find preva- 
lence substantially higher among females 
(Abelson and Atkinson 1975; Abelson and 
Fishburne 1976; Cooperstock 1976; Cooperstock 



Use/Sex 



Adults fAge I8-*-! 

Qarrent Use^^^ 
T Females ln«l,561) 
Males (n-1,029) 

Everted 
Females (n«l,561)^ 
Males (n-il,U29}. 



Youths fAfje 12- 17) 

current Use 
Females (n-467) 
Males (n-S19j 

Ever Used 
• Females (n«467) 
Males (n«519) 



USE OF CERTAIN ILLICIT DRUGS BY ADULTS A^ND YqnHS-1975-76 
(percentage) . P 



Heroin 



Other 
C^iates 



Cocaine Hallucinogens Inhalants I^rihuana 



0.1 

ft 



0.6 
1.8 



) 

0.4 
O.S 



3.6 
7.2 



0.4 
0.9 



2.5 
5.8 



0.1 
0.5 



3.5 
6.4 



0 

0.2 



1.9 
4.9 



5.1 
11-. 1 



14.5 
28.7 



S Jala'SJt'alStl^^T^ """^ 
* Less than 0.05 percent." 

S Indicates iemle/mle difference is significant at .05 level. 
Source: Special tabulations of the SRG/RAC survey data provided by Ira Cisiii. Ph.D. 
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6.1 
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Figure 1 

MEDICAL EXPERIEn'CE WITH TYPES OF PSYCHOfrHERAPEm-IC 
DRUGS AMCM; TEMALES and KIALES 
(percent ever used; 
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Table 2 



Age/Sex 



All Youths: age 12-17 

^Nlale Cn=519) 
Female (n=467) 

All Adults: age 18+ 

Male (n=l,029) 
Female (n=l,561) 

Young Adults: age 18-25 

Male (n-401) 
Female ,(h=481) 

;01der -Adults; age 26+ 

iNfale (n=?28) 
Feiiale (n=l,080) 



NONMEDICAL, EXPERIENCE Wmi TYPES OF PSYGIOTIERAPEin^IC DRUGS 
A^pNG SUBGROIFPS: PREVALANCE (EVER USED) --OVER 
^ • ^TJIE COUNTER AWOR PRESCRIPTION, 1975/76 



(percentage)' 



9 
12 



18 
13 



29 
22 



14 
10 



6 
5 



14 
10 



2 

3 

\ 
6 < 
3 ^ 



14 
10 



3 
2 



S Indicates the difference between males and females is significant at the .OS^^ievel 



Source: ^Xbelson and Fishbupe (1976), 
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3 
4 



11 

7 



3 
2 



^.Psychotherapeutic . Any OTC Any Rx Sedatives ' .Any Rx Tranquilizer My Rx Stiinulants 



4 
4 



10 



13 S 
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Table 3 

NONNEDICAL EXPERIENCE WITH PSYCHOTHERAPEin^IC DRUGS AMONG 
SUBGROUPS: PREVALENCE (EVER USED) AND RECENCY OF USE 
(Over the Counter and/or Prescription), 1975/76 

(percentage) 



Age/Sex 


^ Ever Used 


Past Month 


Past Year, 
Not Past Month 


Not 
rast leai 


rsiever usea 


All YoutHs: age 12-17 












Male^ (n=519) 
Female (n=467) 


9 

12 


2 

6 


2 

A 
H 


4 

5 


91 
88 


All Adults: age 18+ 












Male (n=l,029) 
Female (n=l,561) 


18 c 
13 ^ 


4 
3 


3 
3 


" s 

7 ^ 


82 o 
87 ^ 


Young Adults: age 18-25 












Male (n=401) 
Female (n=481) 


29 
22 


9 

• 8 


8 
6 


12 

9 


71 
78 


Older Adults: age 26+ 












Male (n-'628) 
Female (n=l,080) 


S 

10 ^ 


2 
2 


1 
2 


" 5 
7 ^ 


86 o 
90 ^ 



5 Indicates the difference between males and females is significant at the .05 level. 
Source: Abelson and Fishbume (1976). 
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Table 4 



NONMEDICAL EXPERIENCE WITH PRESCRIPTION PSYGHOraERAPfeUTIC DRUGS 
AMDNG SUBGROUPS: TRENDS IN PREVALENCE (EVER USED), 1972-76 
(percentage) 

Age/Sex 1972 1974 1975-76 



All Youths: age 12-17 



Male 5 6 6 

Female 8 7 9 



All Adults: age 18+ 



Male 10 9 14 

Female 10 5 9 



Source: Abelson and Fishbume (1976). 



and Sims 1971; Fejer and Smart 1973: Levine 
1969; Manheimer et al. 1968; Mellinger et al, 
1971; Parry et al. 1973; Swanson et al, 1973), 
For example, a recent household survey of 
the U.S. population (figure 1) shows that 
psychotherapeutic drug use^is significantly 
greater among females than males. 

Table 2 depicts the percentage of nonmedical 
use by females and males of over-the-counter 
and prescription medications. Among yo.uth, 
differences in male /female use of the various 
types of drugs are not statistically significant. 
Afiiong adults, male prevalence is significantly 
higher for "any psychotherapeutic," with 
highest prevalence in the 18-25 age group. 

In terms oi recent nonmedical psychotherapeu- 
tic drug use, table 3 indicates no statistically 
significant male/ female differences in use dur- 
ing the "past month" or "past year, not past 
month." 



Trends in the percentages of males and 
females who have ever used psychotherapeu- 
tic drugs are shown in table 4. There is little 
change shown in use by youth during 1972 to 
1975-76; female use is slightly higher during 
all 6 years. Male and female -use by adults 
was equal (10 percent) in 1972, but in 1975-76 
female use was lower than male use (9 versus 
14 percent). 

These data probably disguise the comparative 
frequency with which females and males exper- 
ience drug problems with psychotherapeutic 
drugs because medical use is excluded. Table 
5 depicts contacts with emergency rooms due 
to drug problems in 24 large Standard Metro- 
politan Statistical Areas (SMS As) during the 
time period covered by the national household 
surveys cited. Considerably more contacts 
were made by females than males for psycho- 
therapeutic drug problems. It is also inter- 
esting to note that nearly twice as many 
female contacts with tliese enriergency rooms 
were diagnosed as drug overdose problems 
compared 'to male contacts. 




00>frACTS WITH ENCRGEO ROCMS DUE TO DRUG PROBLEMS 
24 L^RGE SMSAs, APRIL 1974 -APRIL 1975 
(nurribers in thousands) 



Drug Problem 


Male 


Female 


Female 
Difference 




15.2 


6 6 


-8.6 


Methadone 


2.9 


1.3 


-1.6 


Cocaine' 


1.1 


0.5 


-0.6 


Barbiturates 


8.3 


11.4 


+3.1 


Amphetamines 


0.4 


2.2 


+1.8 


Tranquilizers 


19.3 


41.9 


+22.6 


Hallucinogens 


3.6 


1.5 


-2,1 


Inhalants, Solvents, Aerosols 


0.9 


0.4 


-0.5 


Alcohol 


12.8 


14.3 


+1.5 


Nonbarbiturate Sedatives 


7.8 


14.9 


+7.1 


Nonnarcotic Analgesics 


6.4 


18.2 


+11.8 


Cannabis 


3.2 


1.7 


-1.5 


Others 


12.6 


21.2 


+8.6 


Total 


94.5 


136.1 


+41.6 


Overdose* 


47.2 


87.7 


+40.5 



*Accomts for 134,902 of 186,608 total contacts. 



Source: DAWN III, April 1974-April 1975. 



2. Characteristics of Male and Female 
Drug Abusers as Reflected by 
Data Systems 



Characteristics of male and female drug 
abusers will be addressed in two parts: treat- 
ment populations as reflected by existing data 
systems and drug abusers in both treatment 
and nontreatment populations as reflected in 
the literature. 

iiic Ur^^' ctiui Siiiali rial.i systems that were 
used in preparing this report are described 
below. 



Large-Scale Data Systems 

The Client Oriented Data Acquisition Process 
(CODAP) was instituted (in a revised form) 
in May 1973 as the single reporting system 
required of all participating Federal agencies. 

The CODAP "Admission Report" is a reporting 
forni filled out on each client upon entrance 
to a treatment program. It provides admission 
status, client characteristics, drug problems, 
and prior treatment data.^ The "Discharge 
Report'' is completed for eVery client leaving 
treatment. It provides discharge status, 
client characteristics, drug use. and time in 
treatment data. Currently, approximately 
1,600 clinics report almost 40.000 client admis- 
sions and discharges each month. 

These data provide, a potentially rich source 
of information on client characteristics and 
clients' problems and status at the time they 

A quite different type of large-scale data sys- 
tem is the Dru^ Abuse Warnin ^ > Network 

sponsored by NIDA and the Drug 
Enforcement Administration. The DAWN sys- 
tem collects only abuse episodes that have 
resulted in a crisis. The person involved 
has sought help (or died) and has subse- 
quently been reported by one of the jthree 
facility types: emergency rooms of non- 
Federal, short-tern ^jcner^il hospitals: crisis 



centers; and medical examiners or coroners 
in 24 SMSAs (Standard MetropoUtan Statisti- 
cal Areas). In 21 of the SMSAs. reporting 
IS from all hospitals. Hospitals are sampled 
in the three largest SMSAs. 

/'he Polydrug Data Set consists of data col- 
lected from programs that were designed to 
uncover what was felt to be a hidden popula- 
tion of polydrug abusers. Thirteen polydrug 
projects were initiated in 1973 offering serv- 
ices that were not readily available at the 
time. These pilot projects, operating between 
April 1973 and March 1975. collected data on 
more than 2.000 patients who had abused a 
variety of psychoactive drugs. Cross-tabula- 
tions of these data were obtained from the 
Polydrug Research Center, in Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania. 

The Drug Abus e Reporting Program (DAR P). 
operated by Texas Christian University's 
Institute of Behavioral Research, collected 
data on cUents admitted to treatment (via 

Admission Reports") irom June 1969 through 
March 1973 on 38.433 patients who entered 
treatment at 52 agencies located in the United 
States and Puerto Rico. "Status Evaluation 
Reports." covering treatment received and 
outcome data, were completed for each client 
up to March 31. 1974. 



Small-Scale Data Sets 

The data sets used were from the Addiction 
Services Agency (ASA) in New YorirCity7 
Narcotics Treatment Administi ation (NTA) 
in Washington. D.C.; the Wayne County De - 
partment of Substance Abuse Services"" "!^ 
the National Women's Drug Research Coordi - 
nating Project . Detroit. Michigan; the — 
University oFMiami (two intake and treatment 
process surveys of clients entering treatment 
programs in Dade County. Florida; a hos- 
pital emergency room survey (HERS) which 
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Table 6 

LARGE AND SMALL DATA SYSTEMS CONSIDERED 



Data Systems 



Years 



Male 



Female 



Total 



Percent 
Female 



^ OODAP^ 
OODAP^ 
OODAP-^ 

DAWN (Emergency Rooms) 
DAWN (Crisis Centers) 
OWN (Medical Examiners) 
DARP 

Polydrug • 

Narcotics Treatment Administration 

Addiction Services Agency (ASA) 
Wayne County 

National Women's Drug Research 
Coordinating Project (NWDRCP) 
New Haven . 
University of Miami (A). 
University of Miami (B) 
Hospital Emergency Room Survey 



1974 
1975 
1976 
1974-75 
1974-75 
1974-75 

1969- 71 

1974- 75 

1970- 74 
}970-74 

1975- 76 

1975-76 
1970-74 

1974- 75 
1975 

1975- 76 



62,172 
167,257 
91,728 
75,597 
39,517 
5,532 
14,648 
698 

156 
291 
3,812 



401 
983 
6,547 
395 



21,935 
57,727 
31,881 
108,812 
27,797 
2,991 
',718 
426 

33 
83 
1,968 

163 
99 
302 
2,742 
4al 



84,107 
224,964 
123,609 
184,403 
67,314 
8,523 
18,366 
1,124 

189 
374 
5,730 

163 
500 
1,235 
9,289 
836 



26 
26 
26 
59 
41 
35 
20 
38 

17 
22 
34 

100 

20 
24 
30 



^Entry data only for the first three quarters are considered in this study. 
^Entry data only are considered in this study. 

^ntry data only for the first two quarters are considered in tTfis study. 

"^The N*s in both of these studies arc samples of the entire data set. Further^ (A) is a su!).set of , 
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gathered data from hospital emergency rooms 
in Miami and Denver); the Connecticvit Mental 
Health Center in New Haven, Gonnecficut. 



Analysis of the Data 

The analysis will focus upon the percentage 
distributions of occurrences for males and 
females for each variable examined. There 
Is concern not only with, the distributions for 
females and males, but>more importantly with 
differences between the two ^groups. 

The first step in determining whether differ- 
ences between the tv;o groups deserve discus- 
sion is to determine whether the differences 
are statistically significant. The largest 
national data sets (CODAP, DAWN, DARP) 
havo such a large number of observations 
that usual statistical tests of significance will 
be inappropriate. However, some of the local 
data sets (notably NTA, ASA, and New Haven) 
have sufficiently small n's that statistical test- 
ing is roquireH.' 

Table 6 gives the total number of n's in the 
large and small data systems considered, the 
number of males and females,^ and the percent 
female. 

The second step In discussing, differences 
between drug-abusing men and women is to 
discuss the comparative distributions and 
(where multiyear data are available) trends. 

Finally, differences in distributions are dis- 
cussed in terms of percentage differences for 
males and females. 

It should be noted again that the numbers of 
men and women included in each data set are 
often subst.intially different. 

It must be emphasized that ,this section does 
not address prevalence, but rather distribu- 
tion of certain characteristics amonr, female 
compared to male drug-abusing populations 
as contained in each of the data sets analyzed. 

A common table format is used to depict data 
for each variable discussed across all data 
systems examined. This is done to display 
inconsistencies and gaps in the data and to 
avoid- tlie distracting effects of a series of 
collapsing and expanding tables. 

V 

A KG 

^^ atlonal Data Systems . Table 7 indicates that 
-+-eunsf«tent-pattern-o^-ttj»e-diffei*ences-betAvecn 

nlos and females appears to exist Iri the data 
>>y osteins * surveyed. 



The presence of this pattern is best noted if 
thr ago categories are condensed in the man- 
ner shown in table 8. There, a larger per- 
centage is seen to exist across each CODAP 
year, DAWN emergency rooms, ^ and the DARP 
System, of more: (1) females than males in 
the under 2i years of age category; (2) males 
than females in the 21 to 30 years of age cate- 
gory; and (3) males than iemales in the over 
30 years of age category. 

An aberration in this pattern is seen among 
clients over 30 in the DAWN emergency room 
and crisis center facilities. -There, the gen- 
eral pattern noted above is reversed and the 
percentage of males is slightly less than that 
for females (27 versus 35 percent and 12 ver- 
sus 17 percent, respectively). Data pre- 
sented in table 9 Indicate the percentage, by 
sexTand drug, of the total contacts of emer- 
gency rooms and crisis centers by clients 
30 years old or less and clients over 30 years 
of age. These data are presented in order 
that the specific drugs which may have influ- 
enced the aberration of the male/ female coh- 
tact pattern might be identified. Inspection', 
of these data suggest that it is a greater use* 
of barbiturates, amphetamines, and to a larger* 
extent, tranquilizers, nonbarblturate seda- 
tives, and nonnarcotic analgesics (i.e., all 
legal and often medically prescribed drugs) 
which brings women over 30 into emergency 
rooms and crisis centers at a greater rate 
than males. 

The percentage of males and females uu'kM- 
the age of 21 in *ederally funded treatment 
programs declined from 1974 to 1976 (see table 
8), but there is still a greater percentage of 
females in the "under 21" age group. This 
is a consistent pattern in the CODAP data 
for all 3 years considered*' During this same 
period, there were slight increases in tliv 
percentage of both males and females wh<» 
were over -the age of 30. 

In the DAWN medical examiner facilities (j> e 
table 7), a striking difference exists between 
males and females whose deaths are drug n»- 
lated in some manner. Female deaths arc 
more than twice as likely to occur in the 36 
or older age category than are male; and 
deaths are more likely to occur between 2\ 
and 30 years of age. 

Local Data Systems . Four of the local sys- 
tem?; surveyed (ASA, Wayne County, New 
Haven, and Miami |A]) follow the pattern of 
a higher proportion of females in the under 
."^1 years of age category and a higher prop. 
tioa of males oyer 30 years of age. Those 
differences, however, as indicated in tal>> . 
/ and 8, are generally negligible and neilh/ • 



I 



18 



OXTEOORY 



Under 18 

18-20 

21-25 

26-30 

31-36 

Over 36 



Total 



T»ble7 

AGB, BY SEX 
(percentage) 



N/\riONAL DATA SYSTEMS 



VXjM oata systevb 



OODAP 
1974 1 



ooa\p t ooa\p 

197S I 19762 



DAWN 
; 1 Ml KG 
ROOM) 



(CRISIS 
CENTHR) 



!M P 1 M V 



! M 



10 20 



10 19 



14 18 i 13 15 
35 32 I 33 33 



21 17 ! 23 18 



10 7 
10 6 



10 
11 



8 14 

11 13 
30 34 
27 21 

12 9 
12 8 



12' 14 

15 15 
28 21 
18 16 
11 13 

16 23 



on 00 



17 21 
2C 19 
32 29 

18 14 

8 

6 9 



DAiVN 



I US'IV. 
POLY:: j OV . 

DRUG-^ 1 MIAMr 

. (A) 



/\SA 



WAYNl 
00.6 



N^DRCP 



\ M 



M ' F 



2 3 
9 7 
31 17 



7 11 
18 21 
34 35 



22 14 17 16 

13 12 I 23 19 

I 

25 48 1 



4o 40 

Z] 21 

- 9 

6 4 



M 



M r 



() 3 

47 55 

24 50 

10 12 
15 



tNJ H- 



4 4 

15 28 

36 47 

27 11 

10 4 

8 7 



5 10 

8 11 

28 29 

29 25 
18 15 
12 10 



00 



35 
4 4 

16 



HOSP, 
Xr> 1 ENIERG, 

{iAv^^• i ROOM 

SURVEY 



-4- 



11 6 

28 33 

56 39 
15 

6 8 
6 



^First Uiree quarters only. ♦ 
^ First two quarters only. 
"^Polydrug data not available. 

age categories in this study were: Under 20, 20-25, 26-30, 51*55, Over 55. 
^Clients under 18 were not included ui this study. 

^Ihc age categories in this study were: LMder 18, 18-21, 22-25, 26-29, 50-.56, 0\-er 56. 
^Data were not collected on maics in this stuly. 

Note: Totals inay not add to exactly 100 due to roundiii,-?. 
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AGE. BY SEX (CCNI«NSED) 
(percentage) 


























^iATIONAL mA SYSTIEMS 


LOCAL DATA SYSTEMS 


CATEGORY 


OODAP 
I974I 


CODAP 
1975 


CODAP 
1976^ 


ill 


aw 

(CRISIS 
CEm*ER) 




a\Rp 
• 


POLY- 
DRUG 


UNIV. 

3 

MIAMI 
(A) 




ASA 


WAYNE 
00, 


N1VDRCP 


NEW 
liAVEN 


HOSP. 

B4ERG. 

ROOM 

SURVEY 


* 


M 


F 




F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


F - 


M 


F 


M F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


^^ 


V 


M F 


M 


F 


M F 


Under 21 


.> 24 


38 


22 


34 


18 


28 


27 


27 


38 


40 


11 


9 


25 


32 




19 


20 


6 


3 


19 


31 


14 


21 




39 


39 




21-30 


57 


49 


56 


51 


58 


56 


46 


38 


50 


43 


53 


31 


52 


49 




67 


67 


71 


85 


63 


58 


57 


54 




49 


53 




Over 30 


20 


14 


22 


15 


25 


17 


27 


35 


12 


17 


36 


60 


23 

c 


19 




14 


13 


23 


12 


18 


11 


29 


25 




12 


8 




. Total 


»— • 


»-» 
0 


0 
0 


K* 


0 
»— ' 


0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


»— • 

0 
0 


0 
0 


»— • 

0 
0 


0 
0 


»— • 

0 
0 




0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 


0 
0 




0 
0 






0 
0 






62,172 


21,935 


167,237 


57,727 


91,728 


31,881 


75,597 


00 

C3 
'V-* 
ts> 


39,517 


27,797 


5,532 


2,991 


14,648 1 

1 


3,718 




00 
0 


to 
vo 


to 






00 


3,812 


1,968 




■U 
0 


\o 

^0 





First three quarters only. 
2 . 

First two quarters only. 

age categories for this analysis were: Under 20 . 20-30 Over 30. 

4 

Clients under 18 years of age were not included in the sample. 

Note: Totals nay not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. (^^--^ 
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Table 9 

AGE, BY SEX AMT BY TTPE OF DRUG 
USED IN CaVTACTS WHU DA^vN DIERGENCY RO0^^S AND CRISIS CENTERS 
(percentage) 





AGh CATOORY 


DRUG CATEGORY^ 




1 




HEROIN/ 
MORPHINE 




COCAINE 


a\RBi- 

rORATES 


AVIPJ ETA- 
MINES 


mVNQUIL- 
UERo 


HALLUCI- 
NOGENS 


INH/U/\NTS 


AirOHOL 


NCmXRB, 
SEDATTVT^ 


\NM.GtSICS 




cmiFK 


M F 


M F 




M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M ^ 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


ftnergency Rootis 
^ 30 
> 30 


21 8 

17 


39 1 
3 1 


14 1 
1 


10 10 
12 11 


4 3 
2 1 


22 33 
53 48 


6 2 


IS 


IS 11 

22 17 


10 12 
12 17 


8 18 

9 13 


S 2 
1 


16 21 
16 17 


Total n- 


-.1 w 


1.348 
2,874 


o <^ 

00 

Ol 


11,352 
8,278 


2,243 
2,404 


41,896 
19,297 


1,455 
3,643 


00 Ol 
£^ 

CM »— ' 


14,299 
12,847 . 


14,866 
7,838 


18.158 
6,419 


1,666 
3,210 


21,194 
12,612 


Crisis Centers 
30 
> 30 


24 19 
35 11 


2 1 
2 1 


4 3 


13 11 
10 13 


9 12 
7 13 


8 13 
IS 3 


16 12 
10 2 


3 


10 9 
10 11 



7 9 
6 10 


3 4 
3 6 


19 19 
9 S 


9 10 
13 15 


Total n» 


^ c^ 

to 


CO H- 


993 
1,923 


4,243 
5,607 


4,148 
4,329 


5,380 
4,518 


3,409 
1 6,857 


j cn -o 


4v ro 

CM 00 

C to 
ro o 


3,097 
3,653 


1,623 
'1^,561 


5,316 
7,599 


3,939 
5,147 















^otal percentages are greater than'lOO because DAhN collects iiultiplc abuse data. 
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the New Haven nor the Mia/ni (A) differences 
are statistically significant.^ 

The two remaining systems— NTA and the 
National Women's Project--do not reflect this 
pattern. Ilowevex , it cannot be determined 
whether the NTA differences are statistically 
significant.* The National Women's Project 
data indicate ^that nearly 80 percent of the 
female clients fall into the 20- to 30-year-old 
category, while only 5 percent of the female 
clients are under 21. These data, also, do 
not fit -the pattern of the other systems. 
Since male comparison data are not available 
for this data system, it is difficult to ascer- 
tain whether these data are true reversals of 
the pattern or artifacts of the particular treat- 
ment systems included in the survey. 

Race/Ethnicity 

Natio nal Data Systems. Each of the national 
drug treatment data systems gathered informa- 
tion on the race/ethnicity of their clients. 
These data, summarized i. table 10, suggest 
several systematic male/female differences on 
this variable. 

Wlieri black and white clients are considered 
by sex, the percentage of white male clients 
IS seen to be greater than the" percentage of 
black male clients across all national programs 
with the exception of the DARP. Similarly, 
the percentage of white female clients is 
greater across all programs with the excep- 
tion of the DARP. 

In addition, a consistent pattern of differ- 
ences is found not only within racial groups 
by sexes but also between male and ftmale 
clients. This pattern lies in the magnitude 
of the differences found in the percentage of 
black vs. white male and female clients in 
the CODAP and DAWN systems. In each 
CODAP year and component of the DAWN re- 
porting system the discrepancy ■ between the 
percentage of black and white female clients 
is considerably greater .than that between 
black and white male clients. Thus, for 
example, the 1976 CODAP data show a differ- 
once of 26 percent between black and white 
female clients (32 vs. 58 percent) but only II 
percent between black and white male clients 
(37 vs. 48 percent). Whether this pattern 
IS a reflection of Actual drug use rates for 



these groups or evidence of under representa- 
tion of black female clients in treatment is a 
question for future research. 

Loc al Data Systems . The data obtained ^from 
the local systems were analyzed and no sig- 
nificant sex by race diffe»-ences were found 
within any one system.? 

Females are more likely than males to utilize 
a hospital emergency voom; the percentage of 
black male clients is generally greater than 
the percentage of black female clients; and 
the percent'tge of white male clients is gener- 
ally smaller than the percentage of white 
female clients. 

Marital Status 

National D ata Systems . The Polydrug Project 
(see table II) collected data regarding the 
m-^rital status of its clients. Jhe results 
sho*^ that females are more likely to be mar- 
ried than males (22 vs. 15 percent). Females 
also are more likely than males to be wid- 
owed, separated, or divorced. 

Local Data Systems . The differences be- 
tween maiesand~TemaIes are not statistically 
significant for N'TA, ASA, New Haven, or 
HERS. -The University of Miami and Wayne 
County data show a considerably higher pro- 
portion of females than males as widowed, ' 
separated, or divorced. The National Wom- 
en's Project, although not making male/female 
comparisons, reported the highest percentage 
of separate females (30 percent) of the local 
data systems surveyed. 

Educational Status 

National Data Systems . Educational status 
data were collected on a national basis in the 
CODAP (1975 and 1976), DARP, and Polydrug 
Project systems. Table 12 reveals no clear 
pattern of differences in educational status 
between 'nale and female clients in these sys- 
tems. There is sone indication, however, 
that male clients are more likely to have com- 
pleted 12 or more grades than female clients, 
but these differences are not large (Polydrug 
Project: 56 vs. 54 percent; CODAP 1975: 48 
vs. 42 percent; CODAP 1976: 50 vs. 44 
percent)/ The DARP system, although not 
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Table 10 

R/\CE/E™iCm. BY SEX 
(percentage) 



Black 
White 

Puerto Rican^ 
Mexican American 
Anericon Inrlian 
Asian American 
Otlier 



Total 



NATIONAL CATA SYSTBiS 



001V\P, 



1074 



40 34 
49 S9 
4 2 
7 4 
1 



com? 

197S 



M 



37 32 
SO 59 
5 2 
7 S 
1 

1 1 



1970 



37 32 
48 S8 
S 2 
8 6 
1 

1 1 



ROOM) 



23 
74 



(CRISIS 
CENTER) 



13 
85 



^ 00 



EXAM) 



M 



32 22 
62 76 



IWRT 



M 



SI S2 

30 35 

12 8 

6 4 



i 



POLY- 
ORUG 



M 



11 11 
86 8S 



UXVVL DATA SYSTE^^S 



UNIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 



M 



51 52 
41 40 

7 7 



1 1 



90 82 



10 18 



AS\ 



M 



51 46 
43 49 



KAYNE 
CO. 



M 



73 60 
27 40 



to k— 



NWDRCP 



NEW 
HAVEN 



^rirst thiec quartcx 



vnly. 

^irst two quarters only. 

^IhiS category inclute Cuban, as well as I\ierto Rican, clients in both the 
University of Miami data and the Ifospital Bnergency Room Survey. 



59 
33 
12 



M 



53 46 
44 53 
3 



rosp. 

BERG. 

ROOM 

SURVEY 



M 



66 57 

15 20 

6 6, 

11 15 
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Table 11 

M^RIT/'VL STATUS, BY SEX 
(percentage) 



CATEGORY 






.WIONAL W 


TA SYSTI>»S 


4t, 

LOCAL IWTA SYSTEMS 


COIV\P 
197^ 


l9/5 


OCIWP 
1976 


1 miv 

1 ROCM) 

1 


(CRISIS 
CENTER) 


(MTD. 
CXAM) 


IWRP 


POLY- 
DRUG 


my. 

OF 
MIAMI 
(A) 


NTA 


ASA 


H^YNE 
CO. 


NVvDRCP 




HDSP. 

ROOM 
SURm 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M r 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


Married 
Single 
Widowed 
Separr *od 
Divorced 
















15 22 
67 S2 
1 3 
9 11 
8 13 


2S 23 
S6 4S 
1 3 
9 16 
9 13 


29 30 
71 70 


17 8 
67 69 

11 21 
4 2 


32 27 
SI 39 

1 4 
10 20 

6 10 


15 
S3 
1 

30 
9 


18 12 
68 67 
5 

9 15 
4 1 


22 26^-. 
44 37 

2 3 
9 13 

23 21 


Total 
















o *- 


o o 
o o 

I 


o «o 
o o 


o o 
o o 


o o 
o o 


o 
o 


o o 
\o o 


o o 
o o 


n* 
















c« ^ 


vo ro 
OO vo 
O 


on OJ 


vo 00 

o w 


1,258 
3,065 


o 


00 

a> vo 





Note: Totals may not add to 100 due to rounding. 
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TftMe 12 

nXJC/riONAL SPATOS. BY SDC 
(percentage) 



(JVTODRY 


XATIONM IiMA SYSTEMS 


LOOVL IVMA SYST»6 






COI>\P 
1974 


1975 


1976 


(I>DERC. 
ROOM) 


(CRISIS 
a^TER) 


(MHD. 
!XVM) 


a\RP 


POLY- 
DRUG 

/ 


UNIV, 

or 

MIAMI 
(A) 




ASA 


YiAm: 
no. 




JlAVIiN 


»OSP. 
EMERC. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 


M X 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M 1 


.M F 


M F 


M V 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


Highest Gradf 
CanpletcU 

Under 9 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Over i2 




12 13 
10 12 

15 lb 

16 17 
34 30 
14 12 


12 12 
10 11 

14 16 

15 17 
35 ) 32 
15 1 12 










10 10 
(34 [ 36 

30 30 
i6 24 


7 10 

8 11 
17 16 
20 '24 
31 27 
17 12 


6 

6 6 
26 21 
23 21 
33* 42 

6 9 


9 1 
13 11 
18 21 

20 35 
25 19 
9 13 




4 

12 
16 
24 
27 
17 




21 22 

9 16 
13 17 
29 29 
28 16 


Total 





o o ■ 

o 


o o 

o 










o o 
o o 


o o 
o o 


O '-O 
O 


o o 
o o 




o 
o 




S o 






X- >£> 


o 

OO 

O tN) 










<7> 

•~0 .o 
00 


CO o 
v* to 




to 

00 ' 

o w 




o 


/ 

1- 


w *• 

0« 00 


Current Attcndmce 

in School 
.Sot in School 




























j 

10 4 

90 96 




Total 




























o o 
o o 




n* 














I, 














tn CO 




•> 

Education Level** 
High 














10 10 
87 88 
3' 2 


















Total 














o o 
o o 


















1 n* 














00 ro 
o 

-J V 
00 to 


















1 

1 Virst two quarters 
1 Note: Totals may n 


only, 
ot a<itl t( 


) exactly 


100 dite to 


2^ . J ^ J \ r c 11 fyQ'7A\' ^Collected data from lenale clients only, 
^The categories used here are adapted from Sells (1974): 

round mg , 
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collecting data on n "highest grade completed' 
_ basis, nevertheless provides data which also 
incJicate essentially little male/ female client 
educational status difference. 

j^cal Data Systems. As indicated in table 
I/J, the local data systems also show no con- 
/sistent pattern of male/ female client educa- 
• ^1?.".^^ status differences. However, t:ompar- 
ability IS not possible between all of those 
systems which collected data,on this Variable. 

New Haven did not use a "highest grade com- 
pleted categc^y and the National Women's 
Project did nob^col.Iect comparative male data. 
In the other local systems, none of the male/ 
female differences is statistically significant, 
with the exception of the HERS data.* 

Employment Status 

National Data Systems. Employment data 
were collected for the CODAP (1975-76) 
DAWN (three facility types), and DARP sys- 
tems. While the percentage of all clients 
employed js gei c-rally low. females are far 

ess^ likely to be employed than male? (table 
13). The DAWN data system includes a 
housewife category (CODAP did not) and wom- 
en who did not report being employed gener- 
ally reported being unemployed or being 
housewives. Although utilizing different cate- 
gories, data collected in the DARP system 
appear to coincide with these findings. 

Data collected by the DAWN Medical Examiner 
facilities provide an unexpected finding. 
Among both males and females suffering drug 
related deaths, employment (at the time of 
death) was higher than among the groups of 
males and females s-^eking treatment. The 
difference in employment between males and 
females in this category (6*8 vs. 31 percent) 
is nevertheless considerable. 

A second finding of interest in the DAWN 
Me<lical Examiner facility data concerns the 
large percentage (47 percent) of. females suf- 
fering drug related deaths who were house- 
•vives. Differences in this category between 
females in this data system and others is strik- 
ing. The percentage of female housewife 
chentj; in the DAWN Emergency Room data 
system is 28 compared to 19 in the DA\VN 
Crisis Center d^a ^system and 47 percent in ' 
the DAWN Medical X^aminer data system. 

Ji2££i.5^i^>^Z51?[n£- The local data systems 
surveyed reveal percentage differences be- 
tween malt, clionts and female clients on 
employme.nt status similar to those found in 
the nutional data'. However; only the Miami 
an J New H vp.i differences are staXistically 
significant.''* 



The National Women's Project, although lack- 
ing comparative male data, follows the clher 
data systems in reporting high (94 percent) 
female unemployment. This is the highest 
unemployment rate of all the data sources. 

Primary Source of Support 

National Data Systems . The Polydrug Project 
was the only national data system to collect 
information regarding the primary source of 
support of its clients. Those data (see table 
14) show that females are less likely than 
males to have a job as a primary source of. 
support (23 vs. 30 percent), more likely to 
receive welfare (27 vs. 23 percent), more 
likely to be dependent upon others (42 vs. 
30 percent) . and less likely to be dependent 
on illegal activities as their primary source 
of support (4 vs. II percent).- ' 

Local Data Systems . Four local data sys-- 
telns-^NTA , AS A . Wayne County, and the 
National Women's t'roject--colIected information 
regarding the priihary source. of-4upporlt of 
their ^diehts.. The NTA. and ASA data report 
multiple, sources of support, whil^ the Wavne 
County and NWDRCP report only f,he primary 
source of support.- In thosd systems where 
male/female comparisons were made^ there 
were moderate differences reported. In the 
Wayne County system, females are more likely 
than males to be receiving welfare assjstance. 
The other local data systems either did* not 
report or did not collect this data on males. 
NTA. Wayne County, and ASA do report, 
however, that females are far more likely to 
be dependent on others than are males. 
Males are more likely lo be dependent on 
villegal activities than females. Additionally, 
ho.wever. it should be noted that significant 
percentages of males and females are involved^ 
in illegal activities as j^rSnary sources of / 
support (sec table 14). 

Arrests 

National Data S ystems.- As table ^5 indicates, 
the only national drug abuse data system sur- 
veyed which obtained Information specifically 
concerning arrest history*' /.is the ?olydi*ug 
Project. The proportion o'f females arrested 
(27 percent) is significantly less than males 
(57 percent) . 

Local l^ata Systems. The local systems* sur- 
yeyed indicate'cfif ferences between male and 
female arrest patterns, although they are 
genei-ally npt so strong as those suggested 
'b.y the Polydrug dat,\. The differences for 
NTA and ASA an> not significant; the Miami 
(A) and V.KRH data do indicate significant 
differences/-" The Wayne f^ounty data, which 
constitute too large a sample for statistical 
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^ . Table 13 

H^fp^)yMENT status, by sex 

< f 

(percentage) 



CATEGORY ' 


^^ATIONAL DATA SYSTBS 


IXX:AL mTA SYSTE^tS 


COEAP 
1974 


OOQ\P 
1975 


CODAP^ 
1976 


(BtERG. 
ROCK) 


(CRISIS 
CENTER) 


(MED. 
EXAM) 


DARP 


POLY- 
DRUG 


UNIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 


MIA 


ASA 


KAYNE 
00. 


N-WDRCP^ 


NEW 
HAVEN 


HOSP. 
EMERG. 
ROOM 
SUR^/EY 


Eznployed 

Unanployed 

Student 

Job Training 

Housewife 

Retired 

Other 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 




25 17 
75 83 


26 16 
74 84 


32 21 
46 32 
18 18 

28 
2 1 
2 1 


32 23 
43 29 
24 28 

19 

1 1 


68 31 
17 11 
10 6 

47 

4 4 
1 






29 16 
71 84 


32 19 
68 81 


21 20 
79 80 




6 
94 


20 11 
78 88 

2 

1 




Total 




o • o 

o o 


o o 
o o 


o o 

o ^ 


o o 
o o 


o ^ 
o 






o o 
o o 


o o 
o o 


o o 
o o 




o 
o 


o o 
o o 




n* 




57,467 
166,188 


31,788 
91,299 


74,590 
48,106 


22,569 
32,297 


2,170 
3,142 






00 o 
w o 




rs) 

00 oo 
00 o 




Kn 

00 


CO 




Bnployment Record^ 

Poor 

Average 

Good 












48' 66 
42 30 
10 4 


















Total 














o o 
o o 


















n* 














2,052 
8,978 



















^First two quarters only. "Collected data from female clients only. ^Ihcse categories are adapted from Sells (1974) 

Note: Totals may not* add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
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Table 14 

PRIMARY SOURCE OF SUPPORT, BY SFJ( 
(percentage) 



CATEGORY 






NATIONAL DATA SYSTEMS 


WCM. DATA SYS^E^6 


CODAP 
1974 


CODAP 
197 S 


CODAP 
1976 


ill 


Dm 

(CRISIS 
CENTRR) 


DAWN 
(KED. 
EXAKO 


DART 


POLY- 
DRUG 


UNIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 


NTA^ 


ASA^ 


WAYNE 
CO. 


NWDRCP 


NEW 
HAVEN 


HOSP. 
EMERG. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


h\ F 


M F 


M P 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


M F 


Salary/Wages 
Welfare 

Social Security 

Other Pensions 
and Benefits 

Dependent on 
Others 

Illegal 
Activities 

Oth^r 










0 






30 23 
23 27 

30 42 
6 4 


• 


26 

[ 1 

28 39 
SS" 41 


10 10 

[ 2 

15 24 

65 48 
7 11 


40 1 / 
17 40 
1 2 

3 1 

17 31 

16 9 


7 

^ ' 49 
5 

19 
19 






Total 
















o o 
o o 




-1 to 


o o 

t/i o 


o o 
o o 


o 
o 






n- 
















c^ i* 
<o to 




31-32 
154-155 


««J 00 
OJ o 


VO 00 
00 


t/1 




* 


^is data base asked clients to report all sairces of 
support, not only primary, two months prior to admission. , 

2 

Several male clients repovt more than one major source of income. 

o 













T«ble 15 

ARRESTS, BY SEX 
(percentage) 



CATBGORY 



Arrested 
Not Arrested 

V 

Total 



NAflCNAL EATA SYSTO15 



OODAP 
1974 



OODAP 
1975 



COCAP 
1976 



(EMERG. 
ROCM) 



(CRISIS 
CENTER) 



DAW 
(MED. 
EXAM) 



M F 



POLY- 
DRUG^ 



M 



57 27 
43 73 



LOCAL BXTA SYSTEMS 



or 2 

MIAMr 
(A) 



M 



89 72 
11 28 



NTA'' 



M 



28 12 
72 88 



ASA"^ 



M 



29 24 
71 76 



WAYN^ 



M 



27 21 
73 79 



NWDRCP 



NEhV 
HAV^"" 



MDSP. 
B1ERG. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 



M 



76 41 
24 59 



^During past 2 years. 

ring past 2 months. 
^During past year. 



ERIC 



tcviting. inJic ito the s imr pattern as the 
other local XaIa sy^tr is cmicorniu^ arrostb-- 
tlio percentage of fe tiaN^ Llient-> arresletl (^1) 
is lc'>.s tlian tfie jjercenta^e of r.iale clients 
arTe-.te(l (27). Ilowevei . tlie c!iffereiic<»s ho- 
tivr^n males aiiil females in the Wayne County 
J«it.i are mucli less than those n'ported in 
the F^olydrug Project. 

Adnnssioi Type 

I**}il9£llJ?lll_?.y.^!i-l''Jf . The COIMP system, 
Jurrng"l975^anir the^first 6 months of 1976, 
collected information regarding the voluntary 
or involuntary admission status of l>oth male 
and female clients. The results, given in 
table 16 indicate that most client admissions » 
regarilless of sex. were voluntary/' Males 
l»a ! higher percentages of involuntary adrnis- 
siuMS than females although the differences 
were small for hoth 19V5 and 1976. 

Local Data Sys^tens. The local data systems 
-surveyed follow a pattern similar to that foiUi 
in the COOAF^ data for admission type. Male 
clients ^crc more likely than females to be 
involuntary admissions; the difference in 
male/female involuntary admissions for the 
NTA system was statistically signiticant and 
quite large'* (31 percent of the males vs. 6 
percent of the fe^nalcs). Differences in the 
two other local systems which gathered data 
on this variable were in a similar direction. 

Drugs of Abuse 

N.Uional^ Data ^Y^s terns. Comparability among 
the national drug treat ncnt systems on this 
variable is difficult to achieve. Each sys- 
teri--C(M)AP» DAW'U, DARP» and Polydrug - 
collected drug use dat.i in a different maiint r. 
CODAP asked its clients about primary and 
se*.ondary** drug usage; DA\i/N asked its ch- 
eats what drugs they were using at the time 
of contact and re*.orded the first three men- 
tioned; Polydrug asked its clients what drugs 
they were currently using <ind recorded all 
of tln'fi; Atul DARP asked its clients what 
tlriig^ they were using duriiig tlie 2 months 
prior to treatnent and recorded all of those 
iiientiij u'd . Nevertheless, several systematic 
similaritK ma) l)e seen in these data, as 
shown in tables 17, 18, and 19. 

First, the perce'ilage of males using heroin 
exceeds the [percentage of female heroin users 
in each CODAP year as well as each data sys- 
tem, although the CODAi^ system data present 
ovidt nee which suggests that this difference 
may be becoming a lief mated. Table 18 sug- 
gests that while the perL( iit.ige of both male^ 
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and fe nale,> listing iier<jiu as t'.ieir primary 
drug of abase increased between 197-1 and 
1976, the rise was notably steeper for females. 
Whereas the percentage of male clients in- 
creased by 3 percent (from 60 to 63 percent) 
during these years, females increased by 8 
percent (from 50 to 58 percent), suggesting 
that heroin as a primary drug of abuse may 
be rising more quickly for females than for 
males in the CODAP population. 

Second, the percentage of female clients abus- 
ing psychotropic drugs (i.e., barbiturates, 
other sedatives, amphetamines, and tranquil- 
izers) greater than the percentage of male 
clients abusing these drugs. It is difficult 
to discuss this class of drugs as a group be- 
cause both the DAWN and DARP systems col- 
lect multiple abuse data, making it impossible 
to be specific regarding what percentage of 
the population under consideration is using a 
particular drug. For example, table 17 indi- 
cates that H percent of the male DAWN Eir.^r- 
gency Room clients were using barbiturates 
at the time of contact and 25 percent were 
using tranquilizers. It is not possible, how- 
ever, to say on this basis that 36 percent of 
the male clients are using barbiturates or 
tranquilizers since there is no way of know- 
ing the percentage of overlap; that is, what 
percentage of the barl)iturate users are also 
tranquilizer users. 

With this caution in mind, and with the knowl- 
edge that, at least for the DAWN clients, 
multiple drug use for males and females was 
essentially equal, table 20 presents the total 
percentages of psychotropic drugs used by 
males and females in each data system. The 
data in this table indicate that female clients 
are more likely than male clients to consider 
psychotropics their primary or secondary 
drug of abuse (CODAP), to have used one 
or more psychotropics during the 2 months 
prior to treatment (DARP), and to have used 
Oiie or more psychotropics at the lime of emer- 
gency room or crisis center contact (DAWN). 
As indicated previously, the prevalence of 
nonmedical use of psychotropics is higher for 
males than females, while the prevalence of 
medical use is higher for females. The DAWN 
data (table 17) show more females than males 
contacting hospital eaiergency rooms and cri- 
sis centers. This could suggest that females 
are experiencing problems with use of pre- 
scribed psychotr-jpiLs taken for medical rea- 
sons . 

Finally, tables IV, 18, and 19 indicate that 
male clients may be more likely than female 
clients to abuse methadone, alruhol, cocaine, 
or inhalants. 
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Table 16 

/UWISSION TYPE, '^Y SEX 
(peicentage) 



NATIONAL &\TA SYSTEMS 



LOCAL DATA SYSTEMS 



CATHX)RY 



amp 

1974 



COQ\P 
1975 



COIWP 
1976 



(BIERG. 
ROCW) 



DAhN 
(CRISIS 
CENTER) 



DAWN 
(MED. 
EXAM) 



DARP 



POLY- 
DRUG 



UNIV, 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 



NTA 



ASA 



WAYNE 
CO. 



NWDRCP 



NEW 
HAVEN 



HOSP. 
BERG. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 



M F 



M 



M F 



M 



M 



M 



M 



M 



Voluntary 
Involuntary 

Total 



95 98 
5 2 



81 88 
19 12 



69 94 
31 6 



80 88 
20 12 



92 97 
8 3 




Tsble 17 

USE OF SPECIFIC DRUGS, BY SEX 
(percentage) 



CATTjCORY 



None 
Heroin 

Illegal Methadone 
Other Opiates* 
Alcohol 
Barbiturates 
Other Sedatives 
Aaphetaolncs 
Cbraine 
Mirihjana 
Hallucinogens 
Inhalants 
Over the Counter 
Other Drugs 
' Tranquilizers 



Toul 



NATIONAI. LATA SYSTOIS 



COEAP 
1974 



OCXXAP 
1975 



OXIAP 
1976 



(^^^^RG. 

ROC^0 



(CRISIS 
CHNTER) 



17 


13 


9 


9 


11 


10 


12 


13 


10 


13 


8 


10 


3 


2 


9 


13 


1 


0 


4 


3 


4 


1 


16 


16 


5 


1 


15 


10 


1 


0 


2 


1 



-it? 
1 



IV\K"N 
(MED. 
CXAM) 



16 19 
25 38 



11 12 
10 16 



83 -80 

17 16 

21 2"' 

13 16 

34 32 

43 38 

10^ 10 



POLY- 

DRUG 



21-13- 

21 23 
51 43 
53 58 

41 46 

26 17 

73 55 

32 25 

5 2 

2 5 

10 11 
\ 



LOCAl rUTA SYSTIMS 



UNIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 



M i- 



cn 00 



81-80 
16^ 21^ 



25 20 

9 6 

43 45 

51 56 

34 36 

57 50 

97 81 

39 31 

7 2 

1 1 



NTA 



26 


21 


14 


11 


59 


52 


41 


34 


72 


73 


57 


43 


12 


9 


11 


13 



98 -97 
36 30 



17 12 



ASA 



WAYNE 
CO. 



S3"73- 
19 12 



25 32 



NI^DRCP 



NEW liDSP. 
H\m EMERG. 

ROOM 



64- 75 



15 20 

14 17 

22 24 

44 37 

11 13 

11 3 



ColuMi totals greater than 100 percent due to multiple drug use. 
V-*"-^- -Mas not classified as legal or illegal *in this data base. 



le categories concern drugs "ever used." 



T«ble 18 

PRIMARY DRUG OF ABUSE. BY SHX 
(percentage) 



CATHJORY 



mrCfiU EATA SYST&S 



OOIWP 



M 



oorw> 

1975 



M 



O0I>\P 
19762 



M 



i>\y\"N 

(&tERG. 
ROOM) 



(CRISIS 
CENTER) 



(MED. 
EXANO 



DARP 



M F 



DRUG 



M F 



IjOCAL DATA SYSTD-IS 



UN.^^ 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 



M 



NTA 



AS\ 



M r 



KAYNT 
00, 



M 



mi 

HAVEN 



M F 



M F 



None 
Heroin 

Illegal Methadone 



^Other Opiates 
Alcohol 
Barbiturates 
Other Sedatives 
AiQphetamincs 
Cocaine 
Mirihuana 
Hallucinogens 
Inhalants 
Over the Counter 
Other Drugs 
Prevention- 



1 1 

60 SO 
11 

2 2 



5 4 

S8 51 

1_ 1 

2 2 



2 3 
63 S8 
1 1 



4 5 

1 1 

16 20 

3 3 
I 

1 3 
1 



1 1 

14 15 

3 2 

1 1 



1 1 

9 9 

2 2 
1 1 



51 


48 


2' 


2^ 


2 


3 


2 


2 


7 


10 


2 


4 


1 


2 


4 


2 


26 


25 


1 


1 


2 


1 



87 77 

(1 -{ 1 

1 1 

(5 ll2 

1 2 
1 

2 2 

3 4 

1 1 



76 



10^ 



Total 



00 



First three quarters only, 
^irst two quarters only. 

•Whadone was not classified as legal or illegal in this data base, ^tote: Totals may not add to loO due to rounding. 




Tthk 19 

SBOONDARY IWG OF ABUSE, BY SEX 
(percentage) 



CATBOORY 



NATIONAL \A1A SYSTHC 



COW 
1974 



M 



com 

1975 



M 



1976 



M 



(BCRG. 



(CRISIS 
CSfTER) 



(MED. 
EXAM) 



EWRP 



M F 



POLY- 
DRUG 



M F 



LOCAL I^IA SYSTBtS 



IWIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 

(B) 



M F 



M F 



AS^ 



M F 



KAYNE 
00. 



M F 



MTOCP 



NEW 

ha™ 



HOSP. 
BERG. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 



M , F 



None 
Hei-oin 

lUegal. Methadone 

Other OpUtes 

Alcohol 

Barbiturates 

Other Sedatives 

Aiephetaaines 

Cxaine 

Mariluana 

Hillucinogens 

Inhalants 

(Ver the Counter 

Other Drugs 

Prevention 



39 42 

3 2 

4 3 

4 3 

7 8 

8 10 
1 

5 6 
10 6 
15 13 

3 4 



48 49 
3 2 



13 11 

3 3 



SO SO 
2 
2 
3 
7 
8 
4 
S 
S 
11 
2 



20 22 
4 3 
l2 22 



3 3 

S S 

10 13 

13 12 

3 4 

13 12 

22 19 

3 2 

1 1 



S2 S2 

1 1 

[7 {1 

7 7 
[S (7 

1 3 

8 6 
17 16 

1 2 



1 1 



Total 



OS N 



hhttL were not collected for this category for OODAP in 1974. 
^thadone ms not classified as legal or illegal in this dau base. 



Note: Totals nay not add to 100 due to rounding. 



3-x 



Local Data Systems . The NTA. ASA. New 
Haven, and Miami (A) data systems each col- 
lected data on the overlap basis noted in 
several of the national data systems above. 
The clients in these systems were asked what 
a?ug(s) they were using during the 2 months 
prior to treatment. The Wayne County and 
Miami (B) systems asked their clients to list 
their primary and secondary drugs of abuse* 
The National Women's Project and HERS col- 
lected data on their client's primary drug of 
abuse. 

The data in tables 17, 18, and 19 reveal mixed 
patterns of local use. Heroin use Is slightly 
higher among males than females However, In 
New Haven, significantly more females use 
heroin than do males coming Into treatment. 



Viewing psychotropic drug use individually 
and as totals (table 20), vise is slightly hlghe: 
among female clients; however, none of the 
differences *s statistically slgnixlcant,^* 

Number of Drugs Which 

Are Used or Cause a Prdblem 

National Data Systems . Differences between 
males and females on this variable were neg- 
ligible, as Indicated in table 21. 

Local Data Systems . Only one local data sys- 
tem. Wayne-Bounty, collected data on this 
variable. The male/ female difference was 
small (23 vs. 28 percent) although in the 
direction of more polydrug use for femaU's. 



27 

35 



CATEGORY 



Total Percent of 
Qitnts Reporting 
Um of Any Psycho- 
tropic Drugs* 
(including overlap) 



Tsbk 21 

PSYQCraOPIC DRUG USE-TOAL FERCENTAGES^ 



NATiONAl DATA SYSTEMI> 



19742 



M F- 



PRlfWOf 
9 14 

sjxamci 

13 16 



COCWP 
197S 



PRIMARY 
11 16 

SEOCMWRY 
13 17 



OOCMP 
19763 



M 



PRIMARY 
10 17 



SECXNWRY 
12 16 



DAHN 
ROCM) 



F 



49 64 



(CRISIS 
(SfTER) 



H F 



39 S4 



DAW 
(K£D. 
EXAM) 



H F 



DARP 



M F 



34 43 



POLY- 
DRUG 



M F 



94 104 



Caution should be used in interpreting this table; see •'Drugs of Abuse" in this chapter, 
^irst three quarters only, 
two quarters only. 

^Psychotropics here include barbiturates, other sedatives. aiaphetaBanes, and tranquilizers. 



LPCAL DATA SYSTEMS 



OF 
MIAMI 
(B) 



M F 



PRIMARY 
10 16 

SKXKnARY 
26 29 



,M F 



42 43 



ASA 



M ,F 



40 43 



WAYNE 
,00. 



M F 



PRI>V\RY 
6 10 

SEOOKDARY 
6 14 



NWTRCP 



M F 



HOSP, 
DCRG. 
ROOM 
SURVEY 



M F 



}^ F 



29 37 



PRIMER 
29 2 



3C 



ERIC 



CATEGORY 



3 or less 
Over 3 

Total 



2 or less 
Over 2 

Total 



Table 21 

NUMBER or DRUGS WHIQI ARE USED OR CAUSE PRObIjJ^B, BY SEX^ 
— (percentage) 



NATIONAL LATA SYSTBIS 



OODAP 
1974 



oomp 

197S 



M F 



72 72 
28 27 



CODAP 
19762 



M F 



65 64 
35 36 



(EMERG. 
ROCM) 



M 



99 99 
1 1 



DAisN' 
(CRISIS 
CeJTER) 



100 100 



1^ 



{mi"" 

(MED. 
EXAM) 



M F 



rVXRT 



M F 



POLY- 
DRUG 



M F 



LOCAL a\TA SYSIBIS 



UNIV. 

OF 
MIAMI 

(A) 



M F 



M F 



ASA 



M F 



WAYNE 
00. 



M F 



77 72 
23 28 



n;™cp 



NEW 
HA\'EN 



M F 



»OSP, 

ROOM 
SURVEY 



M 



nhese category divisions are based on thbse utilized in the respective data collection instruments for each sys ton. 
Thirst two quarters only. 

A^.'^^l '^'^i ^/^^ contacted the emergency room or crisis center; it is not necessarily 

an indltation, as are the aX)AP data, of how marty drugs currently present a problem for the client. *-«"ter, il is not necessarily 
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3. A Review of the Literature 



Characteristics of Male and Female 
Drug Abusers as 
Reflected in the Literature 

Two broad types of studies are addressed In 
this section: (1) treatment stucfles and (2) 
nontreatinent studies* The numbers refer- 
enced in the text refer to the studies listed 
in tables 22 and 23. Caution should be exer- 
cised in viewing these studies. Inclusion here 
does not necessarily indicate a good study 
design but rather the presence of a discus- 
sion of female or female vs» male drug abuse. 

Sex 

Treatment Studies . It is not possible » on 
the basis of the studies considered here» to 
speciilate on the percentage of female as op- 
posed to male drug abusers in the population . 
Few of the samples were drawn with the 
intention of collecting a representative (in 
terms of sex) group of drug users. 

In the majority of those studies in which the 
sample was collected either randomly or from 
consecutive admissions (10 » 17 » 19 » 20 » 21 » 
22 » 24) » the percentage of male clients was 
greater than that of female clients » although 
study 21 suggests that the male/ female gap is 
declining over time. An exception to the 
general findings however, is study 22 » whose 
sample consists of clients treated at a hospi- 
tal emergency room for acute drug reactions. 
In this case» the percentage qf female clients 
is greater » a Hnding not unexpected in light 
of similar findings on a national basis in the 
DAWN data. 

Nontreatroent Studies . The data in these 
studies also were not collected with the Inten- 
tion of indicating the relative percentage of 
male and female drug abusers in the popula- 
tion. The one study (IN) in which data were 
collected in such a manner as to offer an 
indication of this shows that» at least in the 
mid-1960s » the percentage of males arrested 
for heroin and/or marihuana use in one North- 
eastern dty was sharply higher than that of 
females arrested for the same offenses. 



A single study » of course » cannot be viewed 
as an accurate barometer of the extent of 
male vs. female drug abuse in the population. 
Seen in the context-of ^ the larger -data-collec^ — ~ 
tion systems described earlier, however, such 
an individual finding can serve to further 
bolster those more objective results. 

Age 

Treatment Studies . While the studies being 
considered have not attempted to reflect an 
accurate representation of the age patterns 
of male and female drug abusers in the popu- 
lation, they do offer some insight into this 
question . 

In those studies where the mean age of the 
clients is compared for males and females, 
little difference exists; where mean age is 
given in female only samples the range is 
wider, but this appears to be due to the pur- 
pose of the particular^ study, and fadlit/ 
from which the sample was drawn, rather 
than a true indication of the age of female 
drug abusers in the population. 

The one pattern which appears to exist may • 
be examined among the female samples which 
are broken down by age and race categories 
(3, 6, 13, 14, 22). In three of these studies 
(3, 6, 22) either the mean age or percentage 
of white female clients 30 years of age and 
over considerably exceeds that of black female 
clients. Two of these studies (3, 22), one 
covering a hospital emergency room and the 
other the NIMH Center iX Lexington, gathered 
data from consecutive admissions. 

^ Nontreatment Studies . Only one nontrcatment 
study (7N) presents age data relevant to fe- 
male drug abuse. This study indicates that, 
among a sample drawn from a -female prison 
population, heroin users were significantly 
(p < 0.01) more likely to be younger than 
nonheroin users. No other studies examined 
in this category gathered age data in terras 
of drug abuse. 

Race/Ethnidty 

Treatment Studies . Among the studies being 
considered here which collected race/ethnidty 
data, a majority (1, 5, 8, 12, 14, 16, 17,- 19, 



30 



24) dealt with a greater percentage of black 
than white female drug abusers. Exceptions 
to this finding (4, 6, 13, 22, 23) occur in 
emergency room and therapeutic community 
settings. 

Nontreatment Studies . One study (8N) found 
the number of black "narcotics involved" 
female;; to be significantly (p < 0.001) greater 
than white .females in the same categories* 

Marital Status 

Treatment Studies . Data on this variable 
are collected in several studies (3, 5, 6, 9, 
13, 14, 18, 24, 25). No clear pattern of sex 
differe nces was jpund. _ - 

Nontreatment Studies . One study (7N) in 
this category gathered data concerning mari- 
tal status. " This study compared female 
heroin users and nonusers among a prison 
popalation. A significant difference was found 
between thb number of heroin users and non-" 
" users who were divorced, with users being 
less likely to be divorced (p <0.05). 

I Educational Status 

/ Treatment Studies . Essentially no differences 
arc seen between males and females in those 
studies (3, 5, 6, 14, 16, 17, 25) where educa- 
tional status data are gathered. There is, 
however, some Indication (studies 3, 6, 14) 
that white females are more likely to have 

-either-completed -high scKooJ-or-a greater num- 
ber of grades than black females. 

Nontreatment Studies . Educational status in 
these studies Is entirely dependent upon the 
population from which the sample was drawn-- 
moat often this Is from a secondary school or 
a university (with no nonschool comparison 
group). Therefore, no differences between 
males and females would be expected and none 
are found. Three nonschool studies examined 
in this category did not report educational 
data. 

Current Drug Use 

Treatment Studies . Current drug use refers 
to usage levels and types recorded at admis- 
sion to treatment. There are no clear differ- 
ence patterns between males and females in 
this category. Although some differences do 
appear between black females and white 
femalesj these findings are limited to Individ- 
ual studies (3« 22) and should be regarded 
cautiously. 

Nontreatment \Studies . Two studies (2N, ION) 
in this category collected data on current 
drug use» which refers to usage levels and 



types recorded at the time of the study, 
One study (2N) indicates heavier use of bar- 
biturates, bromides, and trdnquili/.crs by 
undergraduate females than 'nales, Thi» sec- 
ond study (ION) indicates essentially no dif- 
ference between male and femaie secondary 
school students in use of a variet" of drugs. 

Drug Use History 

Treatment Studies . Data concerning a large 
number of variables- were collected in this 
category. However, only two variables — age 
at first illicit drug use and source of drugs — 
are dealt with by more than two studies. 
Since there is little validity in discussing 
variables -covered -in only 'one or two' studtesV 
the remaining variables and the studies in 
which they were investigated are listed below: 

Study 
No, 



Basis of decision/failure to 

withdraw 5 

Length of time using heroin 25 

Source of heroin introduction 25, 27 

* Sour<;e of support for drug habit 13, 25 

People drugs were used with 25 
Immediate precursor drug to 

heroin 1» ^ 

Age at addiction to heroin 16 

History of heroin use 3, 6 

Situation at onset of addiction 3 
Number of year£^tween first 

^ drug"use and first heroin use 3 

Ever used specific drugs 6 
Length of time between first 

heroin use and addiction 13 
Number of times volunteered 

for treatment 15 



Age at first illicit drug u^ is discussed in 
four studies (I, 14, 25, 26). No pattern of 
male/female differences is established. Study 
14 indicates that males began narcotics use 
0.7 year earlier than females; study 25 indi- 
cates that males began heroin use 1. 1 years 
earlier than females. 

Source of drugs is discussed in three studies 
(3, 6, 26). Two of these studies, 3 and 6, 
deal only with female samples but compare by 
race. In both of these studies, black females 
were more likely than white females to' have 
obtained their drugs from a pusher; study 3 
indicates that* white females were more likely 
than black females to have obtained their 
drugs from a doctor or a drugstore. 

Study 26 compares males and females but does 
not break dpwn the comparison by race. This 
study indicates that females were significantly 
more likely than males to have received their 
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drugs from friends (p < 0.05) and that males 
were significantly more likely than females to 
have obtained drugs by stealing (p < 0.0!). 
Males were also more likely than females, 
although not significantly so, to have received 
their drugs from a pusher or by pushing 
drugs themselves. 

Nontreatment Studies . The studies in tins 
category did not investigate as wide an array 
of variables as did the treatment studies. 
Variables which were dealt with in only one 
study were time of introduction into cigarette' 
and/or alcohol use (5N), use of "decrement 
producing" or "increment producing" drugs 
(2N), ^^"S^"ever used" comparing use .by_ 
7th-r6^fli-grade arid lOth-to-12'th-grade males 
-and females CON) , and length of time using 
drugs (4N). 

The only variable which was dealt with in 
more than one study (2N, 4N» 9N) was age 
at first drug use. The results were inconclu- 
sive. One of these studies (4N) found that 
females b^gan use of nonspecific drugs at a 
younger age than males; study 2N also found 
that females began ^rug use at a younger 
age than males but only amongycertain drugs 
which were reported (barbitiirates, bromides, 
and tranquilizers); study 9N, however, indi- 
cated that males had earlier initial drug exper- 
iences than females. 

Criminal Justice History 

Treatment Studies . Variables concerning crim- 
inal justice history were discussed in only 
five studies (5, 9, 14, 23, 25) and compared 
by sex in three (5, 14, 25). Study 5 indi- 
cated that males were more likely to have com- 
mitted illegal acts prior to use of heroin; 
study 14 found thaC males were more likely to 
have tjeen arrested at a younger age than 
females; and study 25 found a higher per- 
centage of males than females referred to 
treatment from the criminal justice system. 

Nontreatment Studies . Only one study (8N) * 
collected data concerning criminal justice his- 
tory. This study utilized an all female sample. 
Racial comparisons indicated tfxat among "nar- ^ 
cotics involved" arrestees, black females were 
arrested more often*than white females for 
prostitution. larceny. and robbery. 

Other Characteristics 

Treatment Studies . A wide range of vari- 
ables. inappro{5riate for consideration in 
previous categories, were assigned to this 
category. Variables treated in only one study 
were results of the Rokeach Value Ranking 
Test (12). addiction status of spouse (13), 
results of depression and anxiety scale 



administrations (16),. results of Personal Ori- 
entation Inventory (18), results of a staff/ 
resident perception of problems questionnaire 
(20), MMPI results X23), living arrangements 
before treatment admission (26), and IQ (26). 

Three variables— family backgroujid, emp'oy- 
ment/source of suppqrt, .-^nd^suicide thoughts/ 
attempts— were dealt with ill more tharf one 
study. The first of these jrariables, family 
background, is discussed ^rt four studies (3, 
13, 15, 24)., Investigated were the number 
of female treatment program residents from 
severely disturbed families (15), the percent- 
age of female treatment clients reared in 
broken homes (3), occupation classifications 
of female treatment clients* fathers (13), and 
by whom male and female treatment clients 
were raised (24). Only one of these studies 
(24) compares males and females, but this 
study, in conjunction with two others (3, 15) 
indicates that male and female drug abusers 
are very often products of a disorganized 
family. , ; 

The second variable, employment/source of 
support, is investigated in three studies (3, 
6, 17). One of these studies (17) compares 
males and females, while the other two (3, 
6) deal only with females (with race compari- 
sons). Female treatment clients, especially ' 
black females, appear to experience quite low 
employment levels, a condition which, accord- 
ing to one stu^y (6), worseiied>,between'-l961 
and' 1967. * ^ 

The final variable, suicide thoughts/attempts, 
is" discussed in three studies (9, 22, 24). 
One of these studies (24) indicates that 
females had significantly (p < 0.01) more sui- 
cidal thought? and suicide attempts than males. 
The other two studies (9, 22) investigated 
female drug abusers in private treatment and 
emergency room settings. In study 9, 46 
percent of the women liad attempted suicide, 
and in study 22, significantly more white (45 
percent) than black (32 percent) females were 
being treated for suicide attempts. 

Nontreatme.nt Studies . No pattern of differ- 
ences emerged from tlie studies in this cate- 
gory since no variable is dealt with by more 
th^n one study. One study (7N) investigated 
suicide thoughts/attempts in a female prison 
population divided into heroin users and non- 
users. The findings are an increment to the 
suicide-related studies cited ajjove— a greater 
(though nonsignificant) percentage of female 
heroin users than nonusers* report suicidal 
thoughts and sujcide attempts. 

Other variables discussed are value-issue dif- 
»ferehces -among college marihuana users and 
nondrug usefs and noncollege lieroin users 




and nondrug users (3N)' the male vs. female 
percentages of identified addicts in Connecti- 
cut during a 3-year period in the mid-'!960s 
(IN); drug user vs. nonuser (no sex break- 
down) differences in parental perceptions 
(UN); heroin users vs. marihuana only users 
vs. nondrug users on sever?J social interac- 
tion dimensions (6N); heroin vs. nonheroin 
users; urban vs. non urban; birth and cur- 
rent place of living (7N); and source of drugs 
(2N). 

Psychological Characteristics of 
Female Drug Abusers 

There is great potential for misunderstanding 
and misusing assessment data in an area that 
is controversial in itself, such as the psycho* 
logical characteristics of the female drug 
abuser. This does not imply, of course, that 
study of controversial areas should not be 
carried out. Rather, it should encourage 
further investigation and reexamination of 
already existing data. A necessary element 
of this investigation and reexamination, how- 
ever, is an awareness of the actual, alleged, 
and poterftial shortcomings of the validity of 
the data and instruments being utilized. 

Limitations Of the Data 

There is extensive literature concerning the 
psychological characteristics of drug abusers. 
Upon examination, however, there are limita- 
tions to this literature. First, much of this 
literature is based upon clinical impressions 
rather than data collected under controlled 
conditions? ^Seco nd, there are numerous 
methodological ^robieh^s with many of these 
studies. Sample sizes \are generally small 
and often not comparable across studies; 
there is often little cross-study comparability 
of instruments designed to measure the same 
or similar characteristics; descriptions of 
methodology, sample population, and findings 
are incomplete in many studies; control groups 
are often lacking; and very few investigations 
have concentrated on "normal" as well as 
psychopathological attributes of drug abusing 
populations, resulting in an emphasis upon 
profiles of psychopath ology with little or no 
portrayal of "normality." Third, and most 
relevant for this study, a substantial majority 
of the studies in the area deal only with male 
drug abusers, or where a sample of males 



and females is obtained, results are often 
not reported by sex. 

Given these limitations and the possible con- 
founding factors cited earlier, this. review 
contains only those studies which /a) utilize 
specific, nonimpressionistic data/ and (b) 
report results utilizing either >samples of 
female and male subjects or^f^ale subjects 
only. The setting of these /criteria has the 
effect of narrowing the number of eligible 
studies a great deal. This scarcity of eligible 
studies thus makes the need for additional 
study in this area more obvious. 

Study Results 

A summary of the studies reviewec^^ for this 
section may be seen in table 24. Whether 
they validate the perceptions of the staff mem- 
bers cited in Levy and Doyle (1974) thaf 
female drug treatment clients are implicitly 
"sicker" than male clients is not at all clear. 
Certainly, these studies note sex differences 
on many of the personality dimensions they 
investigate. For example. Miller et al. (1973) 
found that female and male addicts differed 
signiHcantly on ratings on the Rokeach Value 
Ranking Test; DeLeon (1974) found greater 
evidence of depression and anxiety among 
female than male addict clients; and Olson's 
results (1964) suggest that female and male 
addicts differed on MMPI profiles. Such find- 
ings do not, however, indicate that among 
addicts, one sex is more pathological or 
"sicker" than the other. 

Nevertheless, there are several studies which 
do reach the general conclusion that female 
drug abusers are more psychologically dis- 
turbed than male drug abusers. Table 
describes, in a broad manner, how the stud- 
ies reviewed here deal with this issue. As 
may be seen in this table, one-third of the 
studies reviewed conclude that female drug 
abusers function, psychologically, more poorly 
than male drug abusers; there are no studies 
which report the opposite conclusion. Those 
studies which did not utilize a male compari- 
son group nevertheless also reported signifi- 
cant pyschological difficulties on the part of 
the female addicts who were studied. The 
largest group of studies (40 percent of those 
under consideration here) do not report broad 
male/f^jmale differenced, although each notes 
some psychological difficulty in botli male and 
female drug abusers. One study TMiller et 
al. 1973) concludes that the diffiirenccs found 
merely reflect the societal differences between 
all males and females, rather than between 
male and female dru^ abusers. 



Table 22 

"mEAT^m STUDIES 



STUDY 



1/ Chcin, Gerard, 
Lee,, and 
Rosenfeld 
(1964) 



2/ Poplar 
(1969) 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



20 



\ 



90 



SAMaE 
DESCRIPTION 



Patients 
admitted to 
treatjnent in 
New York City 
Hospital; 
851 were 
addicted to 
heroin at 
entry 



Registered 
nurse 
patients 
at the ND4I 
Clinical 
Center in 
Lexington, Ky. 



SEX 
I 



All F 



M-2 
F-98 



AGE 



Range- 
17-20 

Median* 
18.5 



5r-41.7 

Range* 
23-63 



RACE/ 
ETHJICITY 
\ 



Black- 55 
White-25 
Puerto 
Rican-15 
Other- 5 



miTAL 
STATUS 
% 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 



Black-7 
h'hite-93 



1 yr college-19 

2 yr college- 8 

3 yr diploina-64 

EA- 9 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
% 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 



First U5e of Opiates ' 

Age Range: 14-19 
Age Median: 16 

45t had used other 
drugs prior to heroin 

loot did not purchase 
first heroin 



Drug of choice was 
Demerol 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY % 



(mm 



Addicted 
nurses did 
not appear 
to be 
typical of 
other 
addicts 



42 




J 
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mAima studies 

(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
CeSCRIPTICN 



SEX 
X 



ACE 



RACE/ 
ETWJICITY 
X 



KttRITAL 
STATUS 
X 



BVCA- 
TICNAL 
STATUS X 



omnrr 

DRUG USE 
X 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY \ 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY X 



OIHER 
X 



y Chanbers, 
Hineslcy, 
and 

Moldostad 
(1970) 



168 



Subjects 
were 168 
consecutively 
admitted 
female 
patients at 
the HW 
Clinical 
Center in 
Lexington^ 
Ky. 



All F 



y-34,8 
Black 

White 
y-37.0 



Black-66 
h'hite-34 



M 

S 82 13/ 
Bk.M 9 32 



*M*married 
S'single 
Bk.M-broken 

nanriage 



B K 

< HS 67 61 

HS 24 23 

>HS 9 16 



HS-high 
school 



Heroin 


Heroin use: 


B 


W 


use at , 
admission: 


Ever used^. 
First drug , 
Preferred drug 






93 


37 




89 


32 


Black-35 


81 


37 


White-88 


Most frequent 
drugl 






^Difference 


93 


33 



significant 
at p. < .001 



Nbrihuana ever used: 

Black--68 
White-'39 

Initial exposure to 
narcotic usc;^ 



Peer 'Social 

Medical 

Family 



89 
3 



Difference significant 
at p. < .001. 



Employment status 
6 months prior to 
admission: 

B W 

Legally 

employed 16 23 

Illegally 
employed 68 32 

Dependent 16 45 



Reared in broken 
hone: 

Black- -72 
White- -46 



Source of drugs* 

B W 

Pusher 91 44 

Doctor 4 33 

Drugstore 5 19 

Theft 0 4 
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TREAT>©fr STUDIES 
(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



4/ Williajr*5 
" and Bates 
(1970) 



172 



5/ Brown, 
~ Gauvey, 
Meyers, 
and 
Stark 
(1971) 



218 



SAMPLE 
DFSaiPTICN 



Patients at 
the NIMH 
Clinical 
Center in 
Lexington, 
Ky. 



SEX 



All F 



Clients of M»83 
the hiarcotics F-17 
Treatment 
Administration 
m Washington, 
p.C, classified 
into 3 groups: 



I -Adult male 
addicts 
(N-105) 

1 1 -Adult fertale 
addicts (N-36) 

II I -Juvenile male 
addicts (N-77) 



AGE 



3r-34.9 
Range- 
17-70 



I-X: 28,6 
.11-^: 27.4 
III-JT: 17.^ 



RACE/ 
ETlWICir/ 
X 



Black-34 
White--66 



B 


0 




M 


S 


0 


89 


n 


I 


35 


44 


23 


95 


5 


II 


22 


44 


34 


96 


4 


III 


4 


96 


0 



B-Blacic^C, 
0- Other 



M\RJTAL 
STATUS 
X 



'I'M-njarTied 
S- single 
O-other 



iUJUCA- 

Ticm 

STATUS X 



t Number of 
grades completed 



I ■ 10.3 
II - 10,4 
III - 9.5 



CURRi:^ 
DRUG use 
\ 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY X 



Basis of 
decision to 
withdraw 
from drugs: 

I -Change life 

II-Drug- 
related 
physical 
problem 

Ill-Change life 



Basis of failure 
of first with- 
drawal attempt: 

I -Continued 
physical 
need 

1 1 -Continued 
physical 
nbed 

Ill-Continued 
physical 
need 



Initial illegal act: 

1) Occurred before 
first heroin use: 

I--74 
II--40 
III--78 

2) Occurred in order 
to obtain drugs: 

I--18 
II--33 
III--14 

5) Arrested before 
first heroin use: 

I--53 
II--20 
in--55 



OTHER 
t 



ERIC 
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imiMOT STUDIES 
(continued) 



6/ Cuskey, 
Moffett, 
and 

CliCroni 
(1971) 



PLE 
SIZE 



457 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



Patients at 
the NIM! 
Clinical 
Center in 
Lexington, 
Ky.; divided 
into two 
groups: 



1961: 



1967: 



a sample 
of females 
admitted 
to 

Lexington 
in 1961 

a saaplc 
of females 
admitted 
to 

Lexington 
in 1967 



SEX 
\ 



All F 



AGE 



15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
> 44 



15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
> 44 



1961 X 
B W T 

1 1 2 
8 7 15 

16 8 24 

n 6 19 

6 7 13 

2 10 12 
2 13 15 

1967 \ 



B W 

- 3 

14 11 

14 7 

7 11 

8 4 
4 6 
1 9 



RM'E/ 
\ lUNlLi jV 



1961 



B-47 
W-53 



1967 



B-49 
W-Sl 



MARITAL 
STATUS 
\ 



1961* 



B 


K 


M 30 


51 


S 36 


16 


BrM 34 


33 


1267 




B 


W 


M 33 


39 


S 25 




Br*1 42 


51 ' 



Difference 
between 
1961 and 
1967 sig- 
nificant at 
p. < .05. 

*M-nBmed 
S-single 
BrM-broken 
marrlaije 



EDUCA- 
TIONAI. 
STATUS \ 



1961 




US-high school 



DRUG USE 
% 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



19 67 (only) B 

Heroin ever used 94 

Marihuana ever used 88 

Other drugs ever used 6 



Source. 


B 


W 


Pusher 


94 


49 


Other 


5 


51 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 



OTHER 
t 



Primry source of 
support 

1961 - " 

B K 

Work 24 53 

Dependent 40 37 
Illegal 

Acts 36 10 



1967 



B W 



12 18 



Work 

Dependent 21 51 
Illegal 
Acts 67 31 
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niEATMENr STUDIES 
(continued) 



STtJDy 


SAM 
PL£ 
SIZE 


SA>ff>L£ 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX 
\ 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETTNICm 
\ 


MARITAL 
STATUS 
\ 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 


CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
\ 


DRUG USE 
HISTORy. 
\ 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 


OIKER 
\ 


7/ Gottschalk, 
Bates » Fox» 
and Janes 
(1971) 


113 


New patients 
coming into 
two types of 
clinics: 

I- -Mental 
health 
(N-65) 

II --General 
nodical 
(N-48) 


I: 1^28 
F-72 

II: M-35 
F-65 










Use of psychoactive 
drugs at contact' 

I: I^-SO 
F-72 

II: I+«65 
F-65 








8/ Wcppner 
and 
Agar 

(1971) 


738 


Patients at 
the NIHI 
Clinical 
Center in 
Lexington, 
Ky. divided 
into two 
groups: 

I'-TlMse 
addicted 
to heroin 
before any 
other drug 

II'-TlMse 
addicted 
to another 
drug befor 
heroin 


M-77 
F-23 

I: M-74 
F-26 

II: M-79 
F-21 

e 




Black - 66 
hMte - 34 

I 

M F 

B 54 17 
W 20 9 

74 26 
II 

M F 

B SO 13 
W 28 9 

78 22 








Groups I and II-- 
Dnig used as unncdiate 
precursor to heroin: 

M F 

Marihuana 46 49 
Alcohol^ 39 23 
Other than alco- 
hol/marihuana 27 IS 

^Difference significant 
at p < .01. 
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imiffEKT STUDIES 
(contimed) 



STUDY 


SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 


^MPLH 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX 
1 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETWICITY 
1 


MXRITAL 
STATU'j 
1 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 


CURREhfT 
DRUq USE 
1 


IMJG USE 
HISTORY 
1 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY 1 


OIHEl 
1 


?/ Drl5^oll 
and 
Barr 

(1972) 


100 


Consecutive 
admissions 
at a private 
drug treat - 
nent f^ility 
over a 15- 
nonth period 


All F 


7-25 

Range- 
15.5^ 


Black - 26 
White - 74 


M - 19« 
S - 46 
0-35 

*M- married 
S'single 
0-other 


< HS--55 
HS-26 
> HS--19 






Arrests 

Never- -31 
Once- -11 
>1--S8 


Attempted suicide: 

Yes- -46 
N0--54 


10/ Heller 
and 

MoTdkoff 
(1972) 


67 


Young » non- 
addicted 
drug abusers 
in a non- 
residential 
program 


M - 63 
F - 37 
















No M-F differences 
on 


U/ Levi and 
(1972) 


414 


Entire popu- 
xation 01 
the wcnen^s' 
unit of a 
State reha- 
biliution 
center for 
drug treatnent; 
divided into 
two groups: 

I --Literates 

I I- -Illiterates 
(?*-79) 


All F 




I II 

Black 20 47 
White 60 18 
Mexican 

American 20 35 
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(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



SEX 
t 



AGE 



RACE/ 
ETIMCm 
\ 



^^^RITAL 

STATUS 

\ 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 



cxsmm 

DRUG USE 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY X 



OTHER 
I 



U/ Miller, 
Senscnlg, 
Stocker. 



274 



and 

Caatpbell 
(1973) 



Patients at 
the NIMi 
Clinical 



75 
25 



center in 
Lexington, 
Ky. 



Black White 
M 50 28 
F 12 10 
62 38 



The Rokeach Value 
Ranking Task was 
administered: 

Fenalcs-teported 

valuing the follow- 
ing significantly - 
more than males 
happiness, self- 
respect, inner 
harmony, true 
friendship, being 
clean, and being 
forgiving; males 
reported valuing 
the foHowing 
significantly jnore 
than females- -being 
ambitious, self- 
controUed, logical, 
and intellectual. 



45 
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•mE^^ME^fr studies 

(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



13/ Rosenboum 
(1973) 



360 



S\MPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



Clients 

at the 

California 

KehabiliU- 

tion Center 

for Drug 

Addiction; 

matched 

male and 

female 

samples 



SEX 



AGE 



[F oa)/) 
X 

B W C T 

< 19 0 IS 12 12 

20-24 27 S3 37 46 

2S-29 20 21 24 22 

> 30 S3 11 27 21 



6-Black 
W-M)ite 
C-Chicana 
T- Total 



RACE/ 
ETWICm 
I 



Black-:7 
hhite-6S 
Qii- 
cana-18 



MARIIAL 
STATUS I 



J^rried 84 
Not Married 16 



.EDUCA- 
TICNAL 
STMUS \ 



CURROT 
DRIX; USE 
\ 



LRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



Time between first 
use and addiction 
to heroin:^ 

M F 

< 4 BIOS. 23 47 
4-12 nos. 44 22 
> 12 nos. 33 31 



CRIMmU 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY I 



Difference signi- 
ficant at P < .001. 



Volunteered for 
treatrnent:! 





M 


F 


Never 


62 


47 


Once 


23 


25 


> 1 


IS 


28 



Difference signi- 
ficant at p V .001. 



How was habit < 
supported? (F only) 



Vice- -9 
Forgery- -42 
Conning--14 
SCX--29 
Narcotics- -69 
Robbery- -6 
Theft- -48 
Work--S 



and 
I 



Occupation 
of father 
(F only) 



W C 



hhite 

Collar 43 46 24 



Blue 
Collar 



None 



SO SO 64 
7 4 12 



has spouse 
addict'* 

Yes No 

M 39 61 

F 83 17 



Difference 
signifi- 
cant at 
p < .001. 



ERLC 



40 



1 
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•mEA-nwr siudies 

(continued) 



Sim 



14/ Cs^pbell 
ani 

FrMland 

M1974) 



SAM* 

PLS. 



3,583 



SAM>L£ 
DESCRIPTION 



P)itient5 
at the 

Clinical 
Center in 
l*cxijv:ton» 



SEX 



M - 80 
F • 20 



AGE 



M: 3r-27.0 
F: 3r-26.7 
T 

M F 

B 27.4 27.2 
W 26.2 26.0 



B-BUck 
W-Nhite 
F-FcMle 
M'Male 



RACE/ 

Eiwicm 
t 



B 52 11 63 
W 28 9 37 



M-MBle 

F'Fennle 

T-Total 



STATUS 
t 



Kfarried: 



M - 71 
F - 82 





M 


F 


B 


74 


84 


W 


67 


80 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 



t Nuaber 
of grades 
coiqpleted: 



10.7 
10.4 



M F 



10. S 
U.O 



10.0 
10.9 



VPOJG USE 



TWO USE 
HISTORY 
I 



7 Age at 
first 



■ 19.0 

■ 19.7 

X 

M F 



B 19.0 19.9 
W 18.9 19.4 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY % 



y Age at 
first 
arrest: 



■ 17.1 
- 18.6 

X 

M F 



B 17.0 18. S 
W 17.0 18.7 



OTHER 
% 



15/ Coughlan 
and 

Cold 
(1974) 



69 



Residents 
of a 

residential 
drug 

treat&ent 
program 



All F 



Range: 13-17 



Black-38 
White-38 
Puerto 
Rican'24 



At entry 58t 
were prinary 
heroin users; 
the renainlng^ 
42t used pills, 
marihuana, ISJ, 
inhalants, and 
alcohol 



The Majority of 
the residents 
were fron 
severely dJ.s- 
turbed families 



ERLC 
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•mEATMENT STUDIES 
(contirued) 



STUDY 


SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 


SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX 
\ 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETINICm 
\ 


MARITAL 
STATUS 
\ 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 


cuRRE^nr 

mjG USE 

\ 


DRUG USE 
HISTORY 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 


OTHER 
\ 


16/ DeLeon 
(1974) 

* 

\ 

\ 


206 


Residents 
of a 

therapeutic 
conunity 


M - 71 
F - 29 


M: 5r-21.1 
F: 5r-21.0 


M F T 

B 27 12 39 
W 32 10 42 
0 13 6 19 

B-Blacic 
W-White 
0-Other 

M-Male 

F-Fenale 

T-Total 




J Nunfcer 
of grades 
completed: 

M - 10. S 
F - 10.7 


Addicted to 
heroin: 

H-82 

F-90 


J Age at 
addiction: 

M ■ 17.1 
F - 17.8 




Fcjnales (on the Beck 
Depression Inventory and 
WACL Depression and 
Anxiety Scales and 
Shortened Manifest Anxiety 

Scaled ww^ s icmi f icAntlv 
more likely than nales to 
evidence depression and 
anxiety. 


"n/ Giou 

aW 

Byrne 

(1975) 


67 


subjects 
were heroin 
users from 
an Illinois 
drug abuser 
progrwi 


M - $8 
F - 42 


M: 5r-31.3 
F:. 7-29.9 


M F T 

B 39 33 72 
W 16 6 22 
S 3 3 6 

B-Black 
W'White 
S -Spanish 




High 

school 

diploma: 

M-41 
F-29 


Heroin use 
prior to 
admission: 

M-90 
F-93 

Methadone: 

M-80 
F-68 






Employed: 
M - S9 
F - 4 



51 
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TT^EATMENT STUDIES 
(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTICN 



SEX 
I 



AGE 



RACE/ 



mRITAL 
STATTiS 
I 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
% 



DRUG USE 
mSTDRY 
% 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY % 



OTHER 
% 



18/ Kilwum 
(1974b) 



84 



Residents 
of the 
California 
Rehabilita- 
tion Center 



All F 



Range" 
18-34 



hhite-yj 
Other- 27 



Married-27 
Single-36 
Divorced- 13 
Separated- 19 
Widowed -5 



Administration of the Personal 
. Orientation Inventory indicated 
that drug abusers in this 
sample, vhcn centred with 1S8 
nonabusing adults, were a) less 
efficient in their use of time; 

b) less satisfiodjwith^thei: , 

lives; c) skeptical of hunan 
goodness; d) more sensitive 
toward their own needs and 
feelings; e) more spontaneous 
in expressing feelings; and 
f) better able to develop 
meaningful relationships 
with others. f 



19/ Lett and 
Ingram 
(1974) • 



429 



Subjects were 
all narcotics 
addicts pre- 
senting at a 
Dallas netha* 
done clinic 
for evaluation 
and trcatincnt 
during an 18- 
month period 



M F T 

B 44 23 67 
W 23 10 33 



Number of years from first use of illicit drug 
to first use of heroin: 





BM 


BF 




WF 


M 


F 


EM-Black male 
BF- Black female 


< 1 


17 


26 


34 


45 


23 


32 


KM-Whitc male 


1-4 


33 


39 


38 


32 


35 


37 


hT-lVhite feral e 


4-7 


18 


15 


20 


14 


19 


15 


M-Malc 


7-10 


11 


5 


6 


5 


12 


5 


F-Fonale 


>10 


21 


15 


2 


4 


11 


12 





Table 22 



TREA1WENT STUDIES 
(continueci) 



STUDY 


SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 


SAMPLE ^ 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX • 
\ 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETHNICm 
% 


W<RITAL 
SJATUS 
X 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 


CURROT 
DRUG USE 
X 


TOG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 


CRIMim 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY X 


onm 


20/ Levy and 
Doyle 
(1974) 


130 


Staff (n-3^ 
and residents 
(n-96) in a 
therapcut ic 
cocmunity 


Staff 
M - 74 
F - 26 

Res idents 
M - 76 
F - 24 






\ 










Residents and staff gkVfi their 
perceptions of the major problems 
of dnjg addicts; the nnjor M-F 
resident differences; males 
exceeded females in perceiving 
being prejudiced against; fcBBles 
exceeded males in perceiving 
childishness, suicide attdrpts, 
dependency, bad feelings concern- 
ing one's body, and inabiJity to 
express feelings as major prob- »v 
leras of dnjg addicts. 



V 



Tabic 22 



TREATMB^ STUDIES 
(continued) 



sm)V 



SAM- 
PIE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



SEX 
t 



AGE 



RACE/ 
ETTWICm 
\ 



M\RJTAL 
STATUS 
\ 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS t 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
I 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
I 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 

msim x 



OIHER^ 
I 



21/ Ncwmcyer 
(1974) 



561 



Clients seen at the 
drug detoxification * 
project of a free 
medical clinic were 
divided into three 
groups: 

I- -Old style addicts, 
addicted before 
1969 

(N - 264) 

II '-Transition era 
addicts, addicted 
during 1969 
(N ■ 169) 



M - 69 
F - 31 

M F 

I 78 22 
II 62 38 
III 60 40 



III- 



•New era addicts, 
addicted after 
1971 

(N - 128) 




T«Me22 



PIE 
SIZE 



22/ Petersen 
(1974) 



1,127 



23/ Ross 
and 

Borzins 
(1974) 



395 



SAVPLE 
DESCRIPTICW 



Patients 
treated for 
acute drug 
reactions 
In a 

hospital 

OTCTgency 

roon 



Patients at 
the NIW 
Clinical v 
Center, 
Lexington, 



SEX 
t 



M - 42 
F - 58 



All F 



AGE 



(F only) 



B 

14-17 22 12 

18-^4 44 38 

25-34 23 22 

35-49 9 19 

> 49 2 9 



Difference 
significant 
at p < .001. 



TREATMDTT SIUDIES 
(continued) 



JT- 32.7 



RACE/ 
ETOICm 
t 



Black 
White 



B 13 20 
W 29 38 



MVRITAL 
STATTJS 



Black and 
other 
Whit^ 



-38 
'62 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS X 



DRUG USE 



DRUG USE 
HISTORX. 
\ 



(F only) 

Number of sub« 
stancps abused: 

Black Khite^ 

1 86 71 

> 1 14 29 



Difference significant 
at p < .001. 



Alcohol -drug use in 
combination: 



Black W})ite 



Yes 
No 



92 



11 

89 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 



Admission 
type: 

Voluntary; 
59 

Involixn. ' 
41 



OTHER 



Was the present 
contact a sui- 
cide attenpt? 

Black White^ 



Yes 
No 



3; 
68 



45 
55 



Difference 
significant at 
P < .01, 



^f^PI results Sug- 
gested that fonale 
addicts are active, 
aggressive, and 
insnature 
personalities. 



7 
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■nsAimn studies 

(continued) 



SIUDV 


SM4« 
PLE 
SIZE, 


SAMPLE 
lESOUPnON 


SEX 
1 




RACE/ » 
ETWICm 

1 


MARIlAt 
STATUS 
1 


EDUCA- 
TIOKAL 
STATUS 1 


CURREhTI' 
DRJG USE 
\ 


DRUG USE 
raSTORY 
1 


CRD4INAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY 1 


CflHER 
1 


24/ Bwrr 
(1976) 

*> 


864 

5 


Residents of 
a therapeutic 
cGMwnity and 
clients .£rai 
a naber of 
methadone 
maintenance 
programs 


M - 73 

F - 27 


Median 
M - 26 
F - 25 

J 


M F 0 

B 64 67 65 

0 36 3? 3S 

B-Black 
O-Other 


M F * 

^tarried 17 22 

Single 40 49 
Other 43 29 










Suicidal thoughts: 

M - 27 
F - 41 

Suicide attempts: 

M - 10 
F • 27 

Raised by: 

M F 

Both 

Parents 58 40 
Single 

Parent 32 40 

Relatives 9 16 

Foster 
Home/ 

Orphanage 1 4 



5G 




Table 22 



TREAT^m STUDIES 
(continued) 



STUDY 



25/ Eldred and 
Mashing ton 
(1976) 



SAM 
PLE 
SIZE 



1S8 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



CI icnts 
of the 
Narcotics 
Treatment 
Adninistra- 
tion in 
Washington, 
D.C. 



SEX 



AGE 



M: J 

F: JT' 



25.0 
24.9 



M: 20-29-7n 
F:^20-29-49* 



Difference 
significant 
at p < .02. 



RACE/ 
ETrWICm 
1 



B 

89 
97 



B-Black 
W-Whito 



MARITAL 
STATUS 
\ 



M S 0 

M 23 64 14 
F 12 54 33 



M-Kbrried 

S-Single 

O-Other 



EIWCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 



^ Nuni)er 
of grades 
coropleted: 

M - 10.7 
F • 10.6 

Percent who 
are HS 
graduates 

M - 37 
F - 39 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
\ 




miG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



^ age at first 
heroin use: 



19.6 
20.7 



JT years of 
heroin use: 



5.6 
4.7 



Who introduced 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE • 
HISTORY \ 



Referred to 

treatment 

from 

Criminal 
Justice 
System: 

M - 42 
1^ - 32 



you to 


roin 


9 




M 


pl 


Same sex 


59 


29 


Opposite 






sex 


5 


41 


Both sexes 30 


19 


Client 






sought 


5 


11 



Difference 
significant at 
p < .001. 



With whom did you 
usually use drugs? 



Alone 
Same Sex 
Opposite 

sex 
Both Sexes 



M F' 

42 46 
38 27 

4 28 
37 52 



Diffei^e 
significant at 
p < .005. 
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TREATMENT STUDIES 
(continued) 



STUDY 


SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 


SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX 
\ 


AGE 
\ 


RACE/ 

ETie^icm 

\ 


mRITAL 
STATUS 
\ 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS \ 


DRUG USE 
\ 


DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 


OTTER 
\ 


Eldred and 
Washington 

(1976) 
(continued) 


















How did you support 
your habit? 

M F^ 

Wbrk 6j 49 
Parents 14 13 
Spouse 3 13 
Free/others 4 21 
Illegal acts 66 59 

^Difference significan 
at p < .01. 


t 




26/ Klingc, 
Vailrl, 
and 
Lmax 
(19:6) 


143 


Patients in 
an inpatient 
adolescent 
psychiatric 
facility; 
the subjects 
were not 
diagnosed 
as drug 
abusers but 
were identi- 
fied as such 
by self- 
report and 
urinalysis 


M - 57 
F - 43 


M - X: 15.7 
F - J: 15.3 








M F 

M 70 80 
H 53 62 
S 49 60 
N 38 35 
D 23 58 

M-marihuaof 
H-hallucino- 

gens 
S-stixnulants 
N-narcotics 
D-depressants 

No significan 
drug use dif- 
ferences were 
found on indi 
vidual drug u 
or use of two 
or more drugs 


r between age at adnis 
sion and duration 
of abuse: 

M - .157 
F - .351 

This indicates that 
females had begun abus 
ing drugs chronologi- 
cally earlier than 
nales. 

Source of drugs: 

t M F 

Friends^ 32 48 
- Dealer , 36 26 
se Pushing 12 8 
Stealing 14 2 
Other 6 16 

^Difference significa 
at p < .OS, 

difference significa 
at p < .01. 


nt 

nt 
1 


IQ: 

M F 

Verbal 105.9 105, 1 
Perform' 

ancc 105.8 105.6 

Living arrangcBJcnt 
prior to adndssion: 

M F 

Parents 90 82 
Relative 1 9 
School/ 
InstitU' 

tion 5 6 
FriciKis 4 3 



DO 
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'mEA'i>iBrr studies 

(continued) 



SIUDY 


SAM- 
Pll: 
SIZE 


SAMPLE 
OaSCRIPTION 


SEX 
% 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETlWiniT 
\ 


STATUS 
\ 


EUUCA- 

Ticm" 

STATUS \ 


CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
% 


DRUG USE 
HrSlORY 

x 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 


OTHER 
\ 


27/ Sachor, 
Brown, 
Greene, 
and 

IXiPont 


100 


An accidental 
sample of 
clients of the 
.Varcotics 
Treatment 
Administration 
in Washington, 
D.C. 


M - 78 
F - 22 




1 








Drug Use Initiation 

(Percentage) 
Sex of Initiator 

M . V 

M 99 1 
F 50 50 







50 
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NCwrraAT>e^r sivdies 



srm 



IN/ Klcber 
(1969) 



W Mitchell, 
Klrkby axd 
Mitchell 
(1970) 



SAM- 
PIH 
SIZE 



275 



71 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTICN 



Arrestees, 
153 of whom 
were arrested 
for heroin 
use aikl 142 
arrested for 
marihuana use 
(covered the 
city of New 
Haven 1964- 
67) 



College 
Under- 
graduates 



SEX 



M - 85 
F - 15 



Heroin 
arrestees: 



M - 82 
F - 18 



Marihuana 
arrestees: 



89 
U 



M - 48 

V - 52 



AGE 



M' X - 19.? 
r- X - 18.9 



RAOr/ 
ETWilCin 
\ 



MARITAL 
STATUS 
\ 



EEUCA- 
TICNAL 
STATUS \ 



Current- 
ly in 
college 



CURRD/r 
DRUG USE 
\ 



M .F 

Barb. 3 11 
Bromide 0 24 
Tranq. 12 22 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 



rcmales TOre 
likely (p<.00l) 
than males to 
have used a 
"decreiDcnt" 
producing" (i.e., 
barbiturate, 
brccnide, or tran- 
quilizer) drug, 
but no more 
likely to have 
used an "increment- 
producing: (i.e. , 
anphctamine, 
Iiallucinogen, or 
narcotic) drug 

y Age at first use. 



Barb. 18.0 15,5 
Bromide 16.5 
Tranq. 18.3 17.3 





M 


F 


1963-64 


80 


20 


1964-65 


84 


16 


1965-66 


83 


17 



OTHER 
\ 



Connecticut addicts, 
identified during a 
3 -year period 



Source of drug 



Barb. 
Bran. 
Tranq . 



Doctor Ntother 

M F M F 

100 100 

34 - 18 
75 50 18 




Table 23 



NONTOABm STtJDirS 
fcontinued) 



STUDY 


SAM- 
PLE 


DESCRIPTION 


SKX 
X 


AOL 


RAQ:/ 

imKicm 

\ 


H\RITA1. 
S^AIUS 
h 


TICKVL 
STAOiS % 




DRUG USE 
HISIORY 


CRIMINM. 
.JUSTICL 
HISTORY I 




2L/Baldiner, 
Goldsmith, 
Cavt;l and 
Stewart 
(1972) 


120 


Four groups of 30 
subjects each were 
constituted, 
rheir composition 
was as follows: 
' I College marihuana 
users 
11 College nondnig 
users 

III- Noncollege heroin 
users 

IV- Moncollege nondnig 
users 

The subjects were 
obtained frcn the 
population of a 
university, a 
ccumunity action 
program, and a 
methadone 

maintenance clinic. 


All F 
















Croup I consistently 
differed from all 
others on the follow- 
ing value issues: 
religion, law/ just ice, 
economics, race, sex, 
education. Marihuana 
is not seen as a 
causal aRent of these 
views but as a symbol 
of nontraditional and 
less conservative 
attitudes. 


4N/ Scott 
(19t2) 


58 


Subjects were 
former drug 
abusers of 
high school 
age. 


M - 43 
F - 57 












Age at 
first drug 
use: 

M F 

11-12 4 11 
13-14 40 60 
15-16 56 29 

Length of time 
using drugs: 

M F 

6 mo. 4 9 
6-12 no. 44 23 
> 12 rao. 52 68 







ERIC 
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NCKraEATMEKT STUDIES 
(contimwd) 



Sim 



SH/ Steffenhagen, 
HcAree and 

Nixon (1972) 



SAM' 
PLE 
SIZE 



131 



.SAMPLE 
DESOaPTION 



College under- 
graduates, 93 
of whoa were 
classified as 
users on a 
self -report 
basis. 



SEX 
I 



All F 



AGE 



RACE/ 
ETWICm 
I 



IWIITAL 
STATUS 
I 



-EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS 



Currently 
under- 
graduate , 
students 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
I 



Initiation 
into: 

Cigarette use- 



Users Non- 
users 



In 

College 

Before 
College 

Not Used 



21 

71 
8 



23 

38.5 
38.5 



Total 100 100 



Alcohol use- 



Users Non- 
users 



In 

College 


11 


33 


Before 
College 


89 


60 


Not Used 


0 


7 


Total 


100 


100 



QBJMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY \ 



I 



Tabic 23 

NOKTREATMENT STtJDIES 
(continued) 



SnJDY 



6N/ MtcOonald, 
lblls» and 
LeBlanc 
(^973) 



SAM 
PLE 
SIZE 



411 



7N/ Cll«cnt, 
Raynes , 
Rollins, 
and 

Plutchik 
(1974) 



66 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



College und^- 
graduates 

classified as users 
and nomisers on a 
self*rcport basis 
and, for the pur- 
pose of "extreae 
groups analysis," 
further classified 
as: 

I -users of 2 or more 

drugs (n • 23); 
IlTundoinly selected 
nouis^rs (n - 23) 
ill-marihuana users 
only (n - 8). 



5S( 
I 



Ail F 



Subjects were 
selected frcm a 
female prison popu- 
lation and divided 
int^ two groups: 

I ••Heroin users 
(N-42) 

!!• •Nonhcroin 
users (N-24) 



Ail F 



AGE 



RACE/ 
ETlMCm 
\ 



I:jr-25.3 
ir:Jr-29.5 

I 
\ 



< W 40 
20-25 3i 
> 25 29 

^Difference 
significant 
at p< .05. 



fWRITAL 
STATUS 
\ 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS I' 



Currently 
under - 
gradu<;ta 
students 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
I 



Married 
Single 
Divorced^ 
Separated 
Widowed 

^Difference significant 
at p <.05. 



I 

20 
61 
7 
10 
2 



II 
13 
50 
25 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
\ 



CRIMIMU 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY I 



OTHER 
\ 



In the "extreme 
groups analysis," 
drug users (I) 
and narihuana* 
only users (III) 
did not differ 
sipiificantly 
from each other, 
Iwt these groups 
combined differed 
significantly frcn 
romsers in con- 
formity, social 
participation, and 
use of cigarettes, 
^er, and hard liquor. 



Bom in urban area: 



I 

II 



34 
22 



Live in inrban area: 

I - 51 
II • 30 

Suicidal tlxxights:' 



I 

II 



76 
54 



Suicide attea|)ts: 



I - 62 
II - 46 



6o 



Table 23 



NCNTO£A'I>trNT STTJDIbS 
(continued) 



STUDY 1^ 


SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 


SAWLE 
DESCRIPTION 


SEX 
X 


AGE 


RACE/ 
ETIMCITY 
X 


MARITAL 
STATUS 
X 


EDIXIA- 
TICNAL 
STATUS X 


CURRENT 
m)G USE 
X 


DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
X 


CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY X 


OTHHl 
1 


8N/ File, 
M:Cahill 
and 

Stvitz 
(1974) 


227 


Feoale 
arrestees 
classified 
as "nar- 
cotics 
involved" 


All F 




1 

'Blaclc-72 

Khite-28 

^Difference 
significant 
at p <.001. 










Ever arrested for the following 
offenses: 

Black White Other 

Prostitution . 49 20 41 
Drug Sales or 

Possession 71 84 81 
Larceny 51 31 45 
Burglary 20 22 21 
Forgery/Fraud 9 8 9 
Robbery 17 5 13 
Assault 14 9 12 
Weapons 12 8 11 
Honicide 3 2 2 
Gambling 9 2 7 
Liquor 4 1] 6 
'Other 42 36 40 

% Nunber of arrests by category: 

Black White Other 

Prostitution 2.6 1.0 2.1 
Drug Sales or 

Possession 1.8 1.5 1.7 
Property 

Offenses 1.9 1.1 1.7 
Personal 

Offenses .4 .2 .3 
Other 1.1 .7 1.0 

^Includes contempt of court, violat 
of probation or parole, failure to 
appear in court. 
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Table 23 



No^^^lEA^MENT studies 

(continued) 



STUDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
DRSCRimCN 



9N/ KPjg and 
Henry 
(19M) 



563 



Subjects were 
entering freshTncn 
at a junior 
college (N-285) 
and a graduating 
senior class 
(N-278) at a high 
school --both in 
the Southern U.S. 



SEX 



M-53 
F-47 



AGE 



5r-17.6 
X-17.4 



R/\CE/ 

irnwicm 



NV\RITAL 
STATUS 
\ 



EIJUCA- 
TlOPiU 
STATUS \ 



CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
\ 



DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
I 



X Age at 
initial drug 
experience: 

M: X«14.1 

F. )C-15,5 



CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY I 



OTHER 



6c 
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NGKn^T>efr studies 

(continued) 



SnJDY 



SAM- 
PLE 
SIZE 



SAMPLE 
DESCRIPTION 



SEX 



AGE 



RACE/ 
ETWICm 
I 



MARITAL 
STATUS 
I 



EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS » 



OmKEKT DRUG USE 
I 



DRUG USE Hisroror* 
I 



ION/ ^smimz* 
Usl, and 
B«rb«rUn 

(1974) 



8,700 



subjects were 
students in 
gndes 7*12 in 
New Er^UnS. 
Dita were 
collected ui 
two consecutive 
yeers: 

(71) Yeer I: 
NM.427 

(72) Yeer II: 
NM,273 



Year I: 




Year I: 


KM9 




Black ' 8 


F-51 




White ' 92 


Year II: 




Year II: 


»M9 




Black - 10 


F-51 




White - 90 



" Qjrrently using" 
Year I: 



Year II: 



Mtrihuana 
Hashish 
Aaf)hetaKines 
Barbiturates 

Glue 

Mescaline 

LSD 

Cocaine 
Heroin 



"Ever used" 





M 


F 


Marihuana 


18 


16 


Hashish 


13 


11 


A)^)het«aines 


4 




Barbiturates 


3 




Glue 


1 




Mescaline 


4 




LSD 


3 




Cocaine 


1 




Heroin 


1 





Year I: 



Q^ADES: 


7-9 




10- 


12 




M 


F 


M 


F 


Marihuana 


18 


'16 


44 


39 


Hashish 


11 


9 


32 


28 


Anphetasines 




6 


16 


17 


Barbiturates 






14 


. 14 


Glue 


10 




10 


7 


Mescaline 






14 


11 


LSD 






14 


9 


Cocaine 






S 


3 


Heroin 






S 


1 


Ye«r II: 










GRADES: 


7-9 




10- 


12 




M 


F 


M 


F 


Hirihuana 


24 


22 


S2 


48 


Hashish 


13 


11 


36 


31 


A^ihetaBines 






18 


19 


Barbiturates 






12 


12 


Glue 


14 


13 


13 


7 


Mescaline 






16 


14 


LSD 






16 


13 


Cocaine 






6 


6 


Heroin 






S 


2 



•Coluw* CRIMINAL JUSTICE KISTORY and OTWER were oaiitted. 
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Table 23 



N0NTREA1>CNT SUDIES 
(continued) 



STUDY 


1 SAM- 
i PLH 
SIZE 


i SAMPLE 
DESCRIPnCN 


SEX 
1 ' 


AGE 


RA(3:/ 
ETTWICm 
\ 


>ttRITAL 
STATUS 
\ 


EDUCA- 
TIONAL 
STATUS 1 


CURRENT 
DRUG USE 
X 


DRUG USE 
HISTORY 
t 


CRLMim 
JUSTICE 
HISTORY t 


OTHER 
X 


ILV Streit, 
Ilalsted. 
and 

Pascale 
(1974) 


1.050 


Secondary school 
students divided 
into drug users 
and nondnig users 
on the basis of 
runber of times 
they reported 
using marihuana, 
LSD, barbiturates, 
or au!]pheta2aines . 


M5F, no 

breakdown 

given 








currently 
secondary 
school 
students 

• 








No consistent M-F 
differeiKcs in 
perception of parental 
behavior; differences 
were found between 
users and noKL'sers 
(both M and P) concern- 
ing perception of 
parental Itve aAd 
hostility. 



I 



67 



* 
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RLVinw OF S-IUDirS NariNG psychological aiARACTTRISTICS OF FKmLE DMUG ABUSERS 


STUDY 


SAMPLH 


MAJOR FINDINGS CONCERNING PSYCHDUXJlCAL CHARACIBIISTICS OF FEMALE 

DRUG ABUSERS ^.t 


Olson (1964) 
St 


120 hospitalized male and female 
heroin addicts 

n of 60 males 
n of 60 females 

1 


NMPI profiles suggested that male addicts were significantly more guarded 
and overtly wary tlian female addicts but that females felt more exposed 
and vulnerable to their current situation. On this basis it was positet* 
that the females in this s'w^idy may have had less well -developed ego 
defenses and tended to demonstrate more* pessimism and low morale while 
utilizing projective and obsessive-compulsive defenses. Additionally, 
females scored signif icintly higher on the Depression and Paranoia scales* 
Tlie author suggests that this indicates a lack of self-confidence, poor 
morale, and more worry and dissatisfaction with their current situation, 
along with the use of paranoid defense mechaniST««5. A priiniry elevation on 
the psychopathic deviate and secondary elevat - a the hypomania scales 
was noted with both seues and is suggested to oe '>nresentative of narcotic 
addicts in general. 


Chein (1964) 


52 hospitalized male and female 
opiate add ic ts 

n of 32 males 
n of 20 females 


Psychiatric diagnoses of male and female addicts were not significantly 
different. The only difference of note was in the categorization of 
subtypes of the diagnosis of character disorder. TVro 9jbt>'pes used to 
describe the male addict were "pseudbpsychopathic delinquent" and "oral 
character": both these subtypes were described as defining their lives 
"in terms of aggression and hostility experienced as pleasurable or as 
justifieid reaction to mistreatment or frustration (p. 311). These sub- 
types were not described for females. It was suggested that females did 
not employ the facade of "joy in battle" of the mali "pseudopsychopathic 
delinquent" but did experience anxiety and reproach following episodes of 
r^ge or anxiety, a characteristic not reported among the male subtype of 
"oral character." Both males and females were considered to be "seriously 
^ maladjusted" prior to addiction. 
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T8b:e 24 

RtYIEW OF STUDIES NOTI.NX; PS^'QDLOGIOU aiARACTERISTICS OF FEMME DRUG ABUSERS 

(continued) 



STUDY 



aVNlPLE 



uco, Smith m male and female acbnission^ to 

illant the USHLS Varcotics Itospital at 

Lexington 

n of 81 TAles 
n of 30 feniales 



MAJOR FINDINGS COJvCERN'IXG PSYOOIjOGIOXL CHARACTERISTICS OF FB-IALF. 
DRUG ABUSERS 



Review of psychiatric examinations revealed tbat, "diagnostically, 
: women vsere more often seen as neurotic and psychotic, i^-hile males' 
were nwre often seen as having personality disorders and being 
sociopathic'* (p, 37), The authors note, however, that "there may be 
a judgmental and diagnostic bias here since different psychiatrists 
examined the males and the females" (p. 37). The diagnostic 
class ificati 6ns were: 



(1970) 



66 imprisoned female heroin addicts 



Diagnostic Classification 



Organic Diagnosis 

Psychosis 

Neurosis 

Psychophysiologic 
Personality Disorder 
Sociopathic 
Drug Abuse Only 



M 



(n = 81} 



Percent 



1 
0 
1 
3 

77 
17 
0 



tn = 30) 



0 

7 
10 

0 
66 

3 
14 



Seventeen percent of this addict sample had a history of psychiatric 
inpatient treatment prior to addiction; 50 percent had a history of 
psychiatric hospitalization sir,ce addiction. There were no psychotic 
diagnoses; the most frequent diagnosis was personality disorder usually 
precipitated by a suicidal gesture or transient amphetamine psychosis, 
ine author reports the most striking finding to be "disturbed psycho- 
sexual development*' among the sample as evidenced by 48 percent 
reporting themselves to be homosexual, with few expressions of conflict 
concerning this. The author concludes that ''the women in this study 
showed more severe psychiatric abnoiroalit/' than a similar sample of 
male addicts obtained in another study. 
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Table 24 



RIVIEW OF STUDIES >jOTlNG PSYQOIjOGICAL CHARACTHRISTICS OF FEMM.E DRUG ABUSm 

(continued) 



SAMPLE 



Heller ami 

Mordkoff 

(1972) 



and Stewart 
(1972) 



07 young male antl female nomidUicted 
polydrug abusers in a nonresidential 
treatment program 

n of 42 males 
n of 25 females 



21 bl«ick methadone maintenance 
clients 

n of 13 males 
n of 8 females 



MrUOR FINDINGS CONCERNING PSYGOIjOGICAL QiARACTERISTICS OF FENVOE 
DRUG ABUSERS 



the group form of the NflPI was administered arkl scored for 14 standar 
and the following special scales Welsh's first and second factor, 
manifest anxiety, ego strength, and dominance. No significant 
differences were found among-these scores. 



Form R of the NflPI was administered upon admission tc a methadone 
maintenance program and again 5 months later. Both males and females 
showed an elevation of theJtypomania scale after methadone. The 
authors interpret this as a suggestion that methadone maintenance 
causes a further increase m the overt behavior and restlessness of 
the addict. Sex differences were noted on two scales. First, the 
Hypochojvdriasis scale, where females shcv/ed a marked increase between 
the two testing periods, whereas the mean score for males decreased 
slightly. This finding was interpreted as suggesting that the side 
effects of methadone may persi<;t longer in females than males, causin 
them some difficulty in coping with bodily functions. The second sea 
in which sex differences were noted was the Paranoia scale where fema 
scored consistently higher than the males. This was interpreted to 
indicate that females showed 'touchy,' more sensitive responses to 
their environment" (p. 436). 



Sutker and 
Moan (1972) 



59 female*^ in three groups. 

a. Prisoners with a history of 
heroin addiction (n " 17) 



All Ss were administered a large battery of psychological tests 
including the group torm of the KMPI, Fourteen NflPI scales were 
scored; the 10 standard clinical scales. 3 validity scales, and 
the Welsh A scale. Among the 3 groups, prison addicts and 
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REVIEW OF STUDIES .WING PSYQjOlXXJICAL QiAfWCTERlSTICS OF VWd£ DRDG ABUSERS 

(coiit inued) 



Sutker aft! 
^toan ( P":) 
(cont mu<x!' 



SAMPLE 



"I riboners with no histon* of 
herom atkliction (n • ZD 

. 'fn-et aildicrs .ipplving to the 
'.tuotu VlJict Rehabilit.ition 

Vt Vrc^i.tm .\\i</\) In - \\)) 



MAJOR FMINGS CONCFRNrNG PSVQJOljOGrCAL QlARACrERISTICS OF FE>V\LE 
DRUG /mSERS 



SARA heroin addicts responded on the Nfi. i in a more deviant fashion on every major 
lol^rt .n^i f;^*"*"" ^-'l^^y^^^o^s particularly dramatic on the F, Psychopathic 
nmn Itypomania scales. Classification of the Ss on the basis of m>l 

^^r^lr ^ile 48 percent of the nonaddicts u-ere "nonnal only 

U1>mI,? rf^ percent of the prison and ^^ARA addicts, respectively, could so 
.ihele.! r was suggested that the addict profiles reflt>cred -pronounced act out 
Iv^tcntM', disregard for cultural noms. a tendency toward irraiiorml express^ T 
K ma"' i'h ""''^"^ ^oc^opath/' (p, 112,. It was noted that these^^I^o^L 

r\^\uV ?i dociuncnted as features in the personality of male heroin addicts/ 

L? 1 r ^H*^*'*^ imprisoned herom addicts, for all their 

Fx>.cntial for social deviance, were incarcerated for relatively minor offenses m 
anri/.t"u/ri\ f iu>naddict prison group. !t was suggested that tendencies of 
addiat'd uotnor toward "extreme forms of behavior deviance . . , are likely diverged 
redlrectt^i tcnpercti by a complex interaction of subgroup pressures" (p. 112)A * 
Reasons suggested for this relative lack of extreme beJiavior deviance are that thl 
to T;r;v k ^'^^^^^ aetcnmned by the male addict. Z s ex^ 

of other on l^?s y»°^^""'/»J« ^^^^^'^ ^[ the narcotics themselves, ind the exiktenS 
ot 0 her out ets for social deviance such as sexual prxjmiscuity (especially ^ 
prostitution-, tightmg, and arguing with other fema e addicts aixi vicarious 
l^'irticipstion in violence by provocation of the male partner, vicarious 
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Table 24 



REVIEW OF STUDIES NOTING PSYCHOLOGICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF FEMALE WUG ABUSERS 

(continued) 



STUDY 



SAMPLE 



Miller, 
Sensenig» 
Stocker and 
Campbell 
(1973) 



274 niale and female consecutive 

n of 212 males 
n of 62 females 



Cryns (1974) 



70 male and female methadone 
maintenance clients 

n of 51 males 
n of 19 females. 



Kilmann 
(1974a) 



84 hospital 1 n-d female heroin 
addicts and 176 normal" females 



MAJOR FINDINGS CONCERNING PSYCHOLOGICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF FEMALE 

DRUG ABUSERS 



Rokeach's value ranking task C\'alue Survey) was adninistered; 
analysis of sex differences obtained indicated that males placed 
more emphasis upon values related to achievement and co!i5)etence 
while females place more emphasis upon values related to 
interpersonal and intrapersonal sensitivities. On this basis 
the authors suggest that . . . "In sum, differences in values be- 
tween male and female addicts more directly reflect differences 
found between the sexes generally rather than reflecting 
differences attributable to the drug abuse experience" (p. 596). 
A difference was fountl, however, on the values "cleanliness" 
and "self-respect," both of which females valued more highly 
than males. The authors interpret this in the context of the 
"connmon life experiences of female drug addicts" where feelings 
of "dirtiness and worthlessness" may be engendered by the female 
addict's "activities which are particularly inconsistent with 
female role definition in oir culture." 

The Shostrom Personal Orientation Inventory (POI), a measure of 
positive mental health rather than of clinical defect, was 
admitVistered. No real differences in personality profile were 
found between males and females, with the exception that females 
were significantly more "sensitive emotionally" Uian males. 



The Adjective Check List, 300 conmonly used adjectives forming 
24 scales and based upon Mirray's need trait system, was 
administered to both the addict and the "norral" grcxips. 
Tlie addict group described themselves as being less defen- 
sive, self-control led, pei^'>nally adjusted, oriented to 
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Mmiv 01- siuDiBs .WING psYciioixr,icAL aiA<wm:Risncs ov h>w.e drug abusi-rs 

(continued) 



SAMI>I,1 



W.m I-INDINGS CONCKRVING PSYQOLOGICAL aiARACTERISTICS OF FEMALE 

DRUG ABUSERS 



achievement dominant, enduring, orderly, nurturant and deferent 
and more unfavorable, labile, heterosexual, exhibitionistic 
autonomous, aggressive, succorant, and attracted to novel ' 
experiences than the control group. Hiese results are collectively 
interpreted to suggest that ". . . the female addict ene^gt^i,^ ^ 
immature social interactions . . . their reported conn>ehtivc.iess 
aggressiveness, indifference to the concem^of otherTa^ lack of 
control over hostile impulses coupled with their self-centered 
orientation suggests that the addict's pioblans in living cITbe 
attributed to the unpersonal and immature quality of their 
interpersonal interactions" (p. 486). 



84 hospitalized female heroin n. T"! ■ 

addicts P^«°"fl Orientation Inventory was adninistered to measure 

r/JT''^^ characteristics associated with "positive-raental 
s^J^v?' h I ^^Pl^ (Obtained in another 

n?^^L f r-""! ^° effective in their use 

of time, less satisfied with their lives and selves more skentiral 

meaningful relationships with others than tTie c^pffol groJp? 

208 male and female residents of a ^i^^r7^iI7^^ZIZ77TZir~ri;~: ~T 



dnig free residential^S L^holoov^"'.' ^'-^^ ^^'^ ""^''^ '^^^'^ "V^^s psycho- 

pr KHu,. ^"^ administered: ^ Intemationalization-letem^lization 

148 males ^"vi' fchi^Phrenia Scale (Ss) , Beck Depression Inventory (BDiT 

60 femles st^A""^ Scale (M\S) , and three Multiple St IdjSe 

ChKklists (Anxiety, Depression, and Hostility) . Both raalelnd 
fennle mean scores were comparable with psychopatholoRiMl erouDS 
'•^P°'-^«l the literature. However, wilh one ««p?ior 
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Table 24 

Rh?/lBv or STUDIES .VOl PSYO«^l.0r:Tb! n:VA URiSriCS OI n>l\Ll: DRUG ABUSeiS 




S'AiPu NV^'JOR FIN'DINGS OONCKRNING PSYCnOLOGICAL QWRACTERISTICS OF FBVXLC 

DRUG ABUSERS * 


DeLeon (1974) 
(continued) 


(Hostility), mean scale scores for females were higher than those 
of males aiid significantly so for four of these scales (BDI, M\S, 
and Aaxictv and Depression). Further, the author notes tliat "the 
J ^ female data point to the possibility that for women, especiall) 
» ' white and Spanish, addiction may relate to or express a more 

serious and complex psychological disturbance" (p. 150). Females' 
scores were consistently elevated in comparison to males at every 
stage of time spent in the program, although a significant decrease 
in psychopathological signs with time spent in residence was found 
for both males and females. 


Ross sLmi 

Berzins 

(1974) 


icmaic {Mticnt-> at the MNSl Tl>e Lexington Personality Inventory, a questionnaire consisting of 
t linical RestMrvii Center a) 600 ^true/false statements describing various facets of the addict 

personality and che clinical anJ validity scales of the NWPI, 
was administered. All mean profiles showed considerable elevation, 
with only the Hypochondriasis scale consistently below a t score of 
dO and the Psychopathic deviate score consistently equal to or 
greater than a t score of 70. These high Pd scale scores were 
interpreted to reflect anger, rebelliousness and resentment on the 
part of these wo 4en;..other indicators of 'Vnore severe pathology*' 
were seen in high scale scores on Depression, Schizophrenia, and 
^ Psychasthenia (t score*^ over 65) as well as discontent with 

current levels of functioning (F greater than K). The results of 
the study suggests that "the mean KWPI profile of female j^arcotics 
addicts at the Lexington Clinical Reserach Center*. . . indicates 
an active, aggressive, iirmature type of personality which is also 
associated with heavy drinking or abuse of drugs" (p. 783). 
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Table 24 

miBi OF 5mJDIES .NOTIN'G PSYQDl/XilCM amCTERlSTICS OF TOW.E DRUG ABUSERS 

(continued) 



SAMPLE 



61 niale and female Methadone 
Himtenance C\ u-nt^ 



30 males 

31 females 



55 mill e and fenvile drug dependent 
clients of a London Dnig Depeixienco 



MUOR r-imSGS concerning PSYQOIjOGIQVL QiARACTHRISTICS OF FDIALE 

DRUG ABUSERS 



WitkinS Rod and Frame Test, a measure of field dependence was 
adjninistered. Both field-dependent and field- independent cocnitive 
.ityles are hypothesized to be associated with sepa/ate clusters of 
personality characteristics. For exajnple, field-dependent 
individuals are thought to "depend on their surrounding erviroment 

w^fh'Jj^''^''?/'^ ^T^r^* -J difficulty dealing analytically 

with the world arcxjnd them and characteristically react to it in a 
passive manner . . . have a poor sense of separate identity, a 
relatively primitive, undifferentiated body image, poor control 
over unpulses, and a tendency to use more primitive defenses such 
as denial and repression^* (p. 152), Alternatively field 
independence is considered to be "characterized by'activitv and 
independence . better impulse control, higher self-esteem 
a more mature body image with a well developed sense of separtlte 
Identity and more differentiated defer.ses based on isolation and 
intellectualization" (p. 152). Results indicated that the total 
fToinS^!;'^?' including males mid females, was significantly more 
field dependent tlian a group oF^o^Tnal" subjects in another study 
Conq)arison of male and female addicts indicated that females were 
significantly more field dependent than males. Ponale addicf. 
were also significantly more field dependent than the female ' 
control group; the male addict and male control group did not 
significantly differ on field dependence. 



Self -ideal discrepancy scores, a measure of seif-esteern was 
adjninistered to the addict experimental group and a small 
nonaddict, control group comprised of 8 males and 8 females. 
There was no difference between male and fanale controls 



Table 24 



STUDY 



Gossop .(1976) 
(continued) 



REVIEW OF STUDIES PSYCHDLOGICAL OlARXCTERISTICS OF FEMALE DRUG ABUfERS 

(continued) 



SANIPIX 



MAJOR FINDINGS CONCERNING PSYOOIjOGICU aiARA(nBlISTICS OF FBVME 

iMJG ABUSERS 



32 males 
23 females 



on self-esteem; female addicts, however, tended to evaluate themselves 
less favorably in relation to their ideal selves than male addicts. 
This finding is interpreted as providing some support for the view 
tliat female addicts may be more generally distJirbed than male addicts. 
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i)irrnu:v:Es 

MA1,K ANT F[>i\LE 



Olson (1964) 
Chein (1964) 



Ellinu-ood et al , 
(1966) 

Heller and Mordkoff 
(1972) 

Miller et al. 
(1973) 



Oyns (1974) 



Table 25 

GHNFRAI/ CONCLUSIONS REGARDING OVERALL PSYCHOLOGICAI, FUNCTIONI^JG OF 
FI^WLE vs. m.V, miG ABUSER^ 



FEM/VLES RINCTION 

woRSH imv 



d' Or ban 
(1970) 

Waddell et al. 
(1972) 

DeLeon 
(1974) 

Amon et al. 
(1974) 

Go s sop 
(1976) 



FBWLES RJNCTION 
BKTrER THAN 
NV\LF^ 



NO MUF/FFmE 
COMPARISON' 



Sutker and Moan 
(1972) 

Kilmann 
(1974a) 

Kilmarji 
Cl974b) 

Ross and Herzins 
(1974) 



I d^J?crK-"^ra"lt^\r^" S:!r„.\^e^^J:? - ^^-^ -nations but do not essentiaUy 
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4. Conclusions 



This report on the characteristics of female 
drug abusers is based on a structured effort 
to identify, collect, and assess all of the 
available data sources on drug use patterns, 
demographic descriptors as reflected in 
national and local drug treatment data systems, 
treatment and nontreatment studies, and 
psychological descriptions from published and 
unpublished literature. 

The data on both female and male drug 
abusers were examined to determine if thcjre , 
are sex-specific drug use patterns, demo- 
graphic variables, and psycliological character- 
istics; to look at trends; and to permit fur- 
ther analyses to explore significant differences 
between females and males. A nummary of 
landings identified by data source foUows. 

For adults (18 and ove^r) , the national house- 
hold s\irvfeys (Abelsc*. and Atkinson 197S; 
Abelson and Fishbiune 1976) indicate the fol- 
lowing: 

• For "current use of ilhcit drugs" there 
are no significant differences between males 

' and females, except for marihuana (current 
use for males is substantially higher) . 
The illicit drugs listed are heroin, cocaine, 
other opiates, hallucinogens, inhalants, 

• marihuana, and hashish. 

• The prevalence (defined as "ever used") 
of use of all of t!. "illicit drugs is signifi- 
cantly higher for males than for females. 

• There are no statistically significant male/ 
female differences reported in current non- 
'.ledical use of psychotherapeutic drugs. 

• Kctnales report substantially and signifi- 
cantly higher prevahince ("ever used") of 
nonnuMiir.iI use of psychotherapeutic drugs. 

For youths (12 to 17), the national surveys 
indicate: 

• Females asid males report similar "current 
use" patterns of heroin, cocaine, mari- 
huana, anrl hashish, but females report 
significaritly less use of hallucinogen;; than 
naies; 



• Females report significantly lower use 
("ever used") than males of inhalants, 
marihuana, and hashish. 

The data on prevalence of nonm edical rlvj^ 
use disguise the comparative extent to 'A;hich 
women and men experience drug problems 
because medical use is excluded. According 
to DAWN data, women experience more than 
twice as many contacts with hospital emer- 
gency rooms due to tranquilizers, nearly three 
times as many contacts due to nonnarcotic 
analgesics, and nearly twice as many due to 
nonbarbiturate sedatives. Further, women 
are more likely than men to^xontact e^nergency 
rooms because of problems with barbiturates, 
amphetamines, alcohol, and "other drugs"; 
but men are more likely to contact emergency ^ 
ro<swns because of problems with heroin/mor- 
phine, methadone, cocaine, hallucinogens, 
inhalants, solvents, aerosols, and nonnarcotic 
analgesics. Women are nearly twice as likely 
as men to contact hospital emergency rooms 
due to a drug overdose. 

Clearly, the exclusion from this study of 
medical use of psychotherapentic drugs omits 
, consideration of a substantial proportion of 
the drug problems encountered by women. 

The following are highlights of tlie treat-nent 
data: 

• Females in traditional treatment ,)rograms 
are slightly more likely than males to be 
under 21 years old and slightly less likely 
to be 21 and over. However, this pattern 
is reversed in emergency roofn and crisis 
center facilities where females are nore 
likely to be over 30 years of age; females 
Who die of drug overdoses arc consider - 
ably more likely to be over 36. This 
reversal is probably attribntabk to higher 
use of psychotherapeutic drugs by fenales 
than ma'es in that age group. 

• Female clients entering treatment are less 
likely than males to be UvSing herqin. 
although there i3 fy^me evidence to suKgc->t 
that the difference is becoming att»»nuated. 
Femalcij are more likely to be ah using 
psychotherapeutic drugs, but less likely 
to be abusing mctJiadone, alcohol, or 
cocaine. 
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Female » as compared to mal»»» clients arc 
slightly less likely to be black and sub- 
stantially less likely to be Puerto Rican or 
Mexican American. Females are more likely 
to be» or to have been, married than their 
male counterparts. 

While there are no differences on education, 
females entering treatment are considerably 



less likely to be employed than males. 
They are tnore likely than males to be 
dependent on others or welfare for support 
and less likely to be dependent on illegal 
activities as their primary source of sup- 
port. 

• Females are less likely to have been 
arrested, and less likely than males to 
enter treatment iovoluniarily . 
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5. Discussion 



The previous s^'Ctions provide us with infor- 
mation co!)Cerning the characteristics of female 
and malo ilrug abusers according to client 
data in n<it!onal and local drug infornnation 
systems^ national household surveys, treat- 
t\\eni and nou treatment studies, and in some 
additiooal stu<lics of psychological character- 
istics. It is clear that, although there is a 
great dtMl of data available, there is still 
much to b,i learned about the characteristics 
of femali' drng abusers. 

i)rug program -lata show that m»in and women 
havti differing rates of entry into drug abuse 
treattnent anr! emergency t*-eatment programs 
and that those rates of ontry will vary by 
age within male and female groups. 

Within \ the female treatment (COI)AP) popula- 
tion, there are significantly more women in 
prograips under age 26 than there are women 
26 or older. The disparity in these numbers 
suggc.t^ that either programs ai:*: better 
geared 1:^ the younger female client or that 
women's c'»tuUtions change in some significant 
way, limiting their availability for treatment 
after age 2S. The finding t>\at women in treat- 
nont are ofttMi responsible for dependent chil- 
dren has -obvious relevance for this latter 
hyj>othes»>'. The woman age<l 26 and older 
then becon'ies of i»pecial concern. Why is 
there the iiropoff in women entering drug 
ab'iso tf >atmerU programing in this age 
groiip? What special programing may be re- 
rjtured to nicot this group's special needs? 

In addition, the opiate-oriente<l drug treat- 
raent enUroninent'i would appear inappropriate 
for large nu'?ibers of drug abusing women 
who are seen at hospital emergency rooms 
and crisis centers. U will be important to 
a35«-ss the treatment nee*ls of women over 
»gc ^0 who rocei\/e emergency services for 
drug and drug-related problems since that 
a^;c group is overrepresented in emergency 
treatment relative to other female age group- 
ings. What types of services are required 
once these women are released from hospital 
emergencyTOoms and cpsis centers? Are 
existing agencies capable of provi<ling the 
desired services to this population? 

The available demographic data clearly sug- 
ge<»t that woraen generally have different 



treatment needs. The employment and 
pri«nary source of support data indicate that 
female clients in all but emergency rooms and 
crisis centers are inore likely than males to 
be unemployed and/or dependent upon others 
or welfare for their support. Females have 
fewer and iiwre restricted employment oppor- 
tunities than males. The data cited here also 
suggest a tendency for females to fall into 
^;omewhat lower educational categories than 
males. Moreover, females in treatment pro- 
grams are more likely than males to be sepa- 
rated or divorced, and to have responsibility 
for d*»pendent children. 

It has been reported that female drug addicts 
have more psychological difficulties than male 
addicts. However, it should be observed 
that methodological problems have been noted 
in many of the psychological studies that have 
been conducted. Thus, while studies do sug- 
gest sex differences between male and female 
clients on many of the personality dimensions 
investigated, there is a need for more study 
in this area to verify and understand differ- 
ences. 

Based on the data, it appears that long-term 
opiate-oriented treatment programs may not 
be appropriate for a large segment of the 
female drug abusing population. It is possible 
that more women would be encouraged to 
participate in the drug treatment F^rvice sys- 
tem if these services were modified to meet 
their needs. 

Among the different variables that must be 
considered in planning treatment for drug- 
abusing womei) are the following: 

1. Age seems to be an important factor to 
consider, given the evidence that there 
are differences between men and women 
in drug use patterns and treatment needs 
at different age ranges. 

2. Mental health services ma/ be more appro- 
priate for women who require emergency 
medical treatment for drug problems. 
For example, suicide attempts and ges- 
tures (using drugs) would be more likely < 
to require mental health services. 
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3. Treatment programs for females must put 
more emphasis on such services as female- 
oriented vocational training, child day 
care facilities, assertiveness training, 
increased educational support and oppor- 
tunity, and social services. Every effort 
should be made to assess the availability 
of such services in the community. 

Treatment programs should consider local atti- 
tudes and conditions in attempting to 



encourage female clients to seek treatment. 
Drug treatment programs need to recognize 
tlu^ particular stigma attached to female drug 
abuse and develop innovative ways to serve 
females. Appropriate referral strategies need 
to be de.veloped for older wo:nen who tfxperi- 
ence problems witli psycliotropic drugs. By 
doing so, it is i>ossible that greater numbers 
of female abusers may feel more i,. dined to 
seek treatincnt appropriate to their needs. 
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FOOTNOTES 



CH APTER I . 

^The publications referenced did nut report prevalence of illicit drug use separately by se>: 
except for manhuana. We are indebted to Ira Cisin, Ph'.C, who provided special :abuIa:io-l5 
of the 1975-76 data for use in tltis analysis. 

^Statistical significance is considered here at the 0,05 level. 



CHAPTRR 2 

^Statistical tests are also carried out'^ in one national (Polydrug) and one local (University of 
Miami (A I) data set with large n*s. These tests are performed in order to demonstrate that, 
even with a. large number of observations, significant male/female differences are not often 
found... Due to the large n's, however, the results of these tests should bp regarded with 
^ome caution. 

^The DAWN Medical Examiner facilities are not, of course, considered as treatment facilities. 

^The results of chi-square tests are: ASA— X'=7.0, d.f.=2, p < 0.05; Hew Haven— X^=1.2, 
d.f.=2, p < 0.05; Miami (A)'-X'=0.2, d.f.=2, p > O.Ob. 

"^The test for NT A was invalid because the expected frequency was less than 5 for one cell. 



^Tho results of chi-square tests were: NS'A— X.'=0.03, d.f.=l, p > .05; ASA— X*=4.9, d.f.=2, 
p > 0.05; Miami— X*=0. ft, d.f.=3, p > 0.0\; HERS— X'=8.5, d.f.=5, p > 0.05; Polydrug— 
XM).8, d.f.=2, p > 0:65; New Haven— X '=^2. 9, d.f.=2, p > 0.05. 



^'Thc chl-square test results were: NTA— x\=2.0, .d.f .=1 , p > 0.05; ASA— X'=1.2, d.f.=l, 
l> > 0.05; New Haven— X'=l .4, d.f.=l, p > 4.05; Miami (A)— X'=25.7, d.f. =4, p < 0.001; 
lir,:<S-X^^8.4, d.f.=4,.p> 0.05; Polydrug— X'=30. 8, d.f. =4, p< 0.001. 

^i.von these small differences (nay be accounted for by the indication, noted earlier (table 7), 
that female clients may be younger than male clients. A greater percentage of females under 
IH wcjld tend*^o suppress the number of fenjales even eligible (by virtue, of age) to have com 
pletod 12 grades. ^^^^ 

^Tl^T chi-square results were: NTA--X'=2.0, d.f.=l, p> 0.05; ASA— X'=7.0, d.f. =4. 
n > 0.05; Miami (A)-X'=10.8. d.f. =5, p > 0.05; HERS— X 'f2/3 . 5 , d.f. =4, p < 0.001; Poly- 
drug— X*=0. 8, ^.f.=3, p > 0.05. 

'^it «;hould be nMoA that the DAI^P system coUected data on several employment-rolatcd vari- 
ables anJ reported their* as an index entitled "employment record." Included are employment 
history basoii upon type of work, past and present employment in the year previous to treat- 
ment entr>. 'and source of financial support. High scores on this index report reflect steady 
employment in skilled positions, while lo;^^ scores indicate very poor work histoiies. 

^^^Tho results of chi-square tests are: yfA-X'=2, d.f. = l, p > 0.05; ASA— X'=0. d.f. = l. 
p > O.05;-Now Haven — X^=4. 17, d.f.=l, p < 0.05; Miami (A)--X'=20.2. d.f. = l. p < 0.001. 

^^rbc i;-\RP syjitof.i obtained information regarding a variable entitled **crirunal history" Ahich 
uu-Uided, but was not limited t6, arrest data. 

r 
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^'^The chi-square test results are: NTA--X'=3.48, d.f. = l, p > 0.05; ASA--X^=0.9, ci.f. = l. 
p > 0.05; Miami ( A)— .X^=50.6, d.f. = l. p < O.OOl"; HERS— X ^^106.8. d.f.^l. ,> < 0.001; Poly- 
dr ig--X*=96.l. d,f.=l, p < 0.001. 

.^^It shoul.i be noted that a "voluntary" admission is not necessarily voluntary in the sense t!»at 
it is an internally self-.rxjtivated act. Legal or family pressure, for example, may result m a 
client "voluntooring" to e.nter treatment in the face of less desirable alternatives. 

^^X^=7.9, d.f.=l, ') < 0.005. 

^^In 1975 an^l 1976 the CODAP cli^ntc; were also asked to identify their tertiary problem drug. 
These dat>a, however, are considered by NIDA of insufficient validity to report. 

^^The chi-square results comparing ma^e versus female drug use (table 17) are as follows: 





Program 


XI 


d.f. 




Heroin 


NTA 


(expected frequency too small) 


Heroin 


ASA 


3.5 


1 


— 


Heroin 


New Haven 


4.3 


1 


<.05 


Heroin 


Miami (A) 


0.1 


1 




Illegal methadone 


NTA 


0.4 


1 




Illegal methadone 


ASA 


l.b 


1 




Illegal methadone 


Miami (A) 


3.3 


1 




Barbiturates 


NTA 


0.4 


1 




Barbiturates 


ASA 


1.3 


1 




Barbiturates 


New Haven 


1.4 


i 




Barbitu rates 


Miami (A) 


0.3 


1 




Amphetamines 


NTA 


-0.3 


1 




Amphetamines 


ASA 


0.6 


1 




Amphetamines 


New Haven 


0.3 


1 




Amphetamines 


Miami (A) 


0.4 


1 




Cocaine 


NTA 


0.6 


1 




Cocaine 


ASA 


1.1 


1 




Cocaine 


New Haven 


0.1 


1 




Cocaine 


Miami (A) 


4.3 


1 




Marihuana 


NTA 


.0 


1 




Manhuana 


ASA 


5,3 


i 


<.05 


Marihuana 


New Haven 


).6 


1 




'Marihuana 


Miami (A) 


93.7 


1 


<'.001 


Hallacinogens 


NTA 


(expected frequency 


too small) 


iralliidnogens 


ASA 


0.5 


1 




KaMucinogens 


Miami (A) 


6.5 


1 


<.05 


Otner drugs • 


NTA 


(expected frequency 


too small) 
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